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FOREWORD

The Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation began full-day, every-
day kindergarten in four schools in the 1978-1979 school year. In 1980,
an evaluation of the first two years of full-day kindergarten was published
in a report entitled A Study of the Effectiveness of Full-Day Kindergarten.
A second report, A Longitudinal Study of the Effectiveness of Full-Day
Kindergarten, was issued in 1983 and included information from grades one
through four concerning students', parents', and teachers' attitudes about
full-day kindergarten; standardized test scores including self-concept,
school attitudes, handwriting, reading, mathematics, an other acaderic
subjects; retention; and report card academic and conduct marks.

This report summarizes the first two studies, adds information about
grades five through eigbt, and ties together the various strands and grade-
level results to determine the consequences of providing full-day kinder-
garten.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Full-day kindergarten clagsscs wer. started in four schools In the
1978-1979 school year, and four schccls which continued the half-day
kindergarten program were matched with them. “wo follow-up studies were
conducted. A Stdy ot the Effectiveness of Fui: Yay Kindergarten was pre-
}ired in 1980, an. A Lorgitudinal Study of the _~ctiveness of Full-Day
Kindergarten was releascd in 1983. The present study combines the xinder-
garten through grade four data from the two previous studies with ¢ iditional
information obtained from grades five through eight.

In 1978, few studies were available concerning the eff :ctiveness of
full-day kindergarten. Those studies that were a2vailable <ere summarized
in the first study, and further information was reported ia later years
in the Position Statement on Kindergarten, Nebraska State Department of
Education, 1984; the All-Day Kindergarten: Resources for Decision-Making,
New Jersey Department of Education, 1985; The Status of Kindergarten: a
Survey of the States, Illinois State Board of Educatican, 1985; and the
Report to the State Board of Education: Full-Day, Daily Kindergarten,
Minnesota Department of Education, 1986.

Additionally, in 1978 it was difficult fo ohbtain statistics concevn-
inz the number of childrer and/or schools involvad in full-day kindergarten.
As late as 1983, as shown in Table I, many states did not have information
about full-day kindergarten. This is contrasted with Table II which shows
that states have much more inicrmation available in 1988 about full-day
kindergarten finance, attendance, and starting age.

Reasons for Full-Day Kindergarten

The reasons for changing from half-day to full-day kindergarten as
described in several reports (References 1, 2, and 4) are as follows:

1. Over half of the children in the United States receive
some type of prekindergarten experience, and much of
this experience is for a full day.

2. Children have more opportunities to become a part of
the school because they can more frequently use
facilities such as the gymnasium, cafeteria, audi-
torium, and library.

3. Children may have access to specialists in art, music,
and physical education.

4, Children with special needs can benefit from services
in the full-day elementary scnool schedule.

5. Children uave opportunities for more field trips.




TABLE 1 |

SUMMARY OF
RESULTS OF KINDERGARTEN SURVEY - 1983

|
ﬁ
NUMBER NUMBER —ﬂ

NUMBER FULL-DAY FULL-DAY NUMBER
STATE HALF-DAY EVERY-DAY ALTERNATE DAY OF OTHER
*Alabac.a
*Alaska
Arizona 605 (schools) 7 (schools)
Arkansas 289 1,112
California 9,663 (A ki..dergarten teacher is assigned only one kindergarten session
and the full-time duties of the teacher are directly related to
that kindergarten class.)
Colorado 1,620 122 200 11
Connecticut 1,092 16
Delaware 296 2
Florida 2 (districts) 65 (dist.icts) (A few schools may have half-day
’ kindergarten within thee. districtes.)
Georgia 1,222 1,592
| Hawaii 173
, Idaho 93 11 2
| Illinois 2,419 67 90
*Indiana
Iowa 172 92 109 95
1 Kanses 278 21 8
Kentucky 135 (districts) 4 (districts) 24 (districts) 17 (dist.)
Louisiana 10 percent 90 percent
Maine 245 26 4 8
*Maryland
| *Massachusetts
l *Michigan
| *Minnesota
i n Mississippi (No state records but the majority are probably half-day. By 1986
| ic i{s anticipated that there will be a substan’'al number of full-
; day kindergartens.)
Missouri 294 232
| Montana 171 85
i *Nebraska
i *Nevada
New Hampshire 53 2 (districts)
New Jersey 1,267 136 250
*New Mexico
New York 132,933 (children- 28,466 (children-public)
public)
21,158 (children- 22,443 (children-nonpublic)
nonpublic)
North Carolina 2,838
North Dakota 76 148 2
*0Ohio
Oklahoma 617 (districts)
*0regon
*Pennsylvania
Rhode Island (Information not available - all school systems required by law to
provide kindergarten.)
South Carolina 1,462 177
South Dakota 46 10 132 12
Tennessee (No data available)
Texas (A half-day or half-year kindergarten program {s funded by the
state and is offered in every school district. Approximately
25% are in a full-day kindergarten program because they
qualify for a free lunch or do not speak English. Many other
districcs offer full-day, every-day programs and pay additional
expenses from local funde.)
Utah (State Department does not collect this information.)
*Vermont
Virginia 35 (division~) 104 (divisionms)
*Washington
*West Virginia
Wisconsin (State Department does not collect this information.)
Wyoming 210 AAAL
Q *No information received as of April 14, 1982

ERIC ,
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. TABLE Il
FULI.-DAY KINDERGARTEN SURVEY

April 1, 1908
FINANCE for FULL.DAY | KINDERGARTEN
ORGANIZATION t'vnv-ou KINDERGARTEN  ATTENDANCE STARVING AGE
STATE Numbes Number Number
Cluldren Chwideen State State Does | Gpher State Umiorm | No Usdorm
full Dar, ’(‘:l.d‘;: oMl Day, (z::v"m Smance | Not Finance Mandatoey | Not Mandatory Statting Ase Starting Age
Gvery Day be Day
Aulm 54,870 X X October 1

m_mmmm-n-—-fiz
m—m—mm--:---yn; ]
ST Y B Y S s o

Wmmmm-—n—-‘m

31834 26 i) 3 1 3 5

790,637 11,718,961

73,176

Notes
(1) State law prohibits kindergarten for more than four hours per day except in 8 few dutricts Therefore, full-day kindergarten is rare 1n

@

(8]
“
(s)

(6}
[4/]

[C)
9

{10
[t3)}

“an

holding
California. A child must be at least four years and nine months of age on of before September 1 to enroll in kindergarten

State provides fullday kindergarten funding for only 2,313 students based on & 1975 law which provided funding for fullday kindergarten
Dustricts cannot clain fullday funding for more students than they had mn 1975

Approximately 35 of 166 school dis*ricts ¢ ifer ded day or fuli-day kind
Full day is classified as extended day

Upon annusl application and aproval by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction, school districts are authorized to have
kindergarten students in two sessions da daily

Starting age will be moved back one month each year until uniform starting age s June 3

Kindergasten children ding & mi day of 150 minutes are factored into the state equalization computations mn exactly the same
way a3 other elementary schoot children

Locsl schools may decide to admit younger children. but they may not deny entrance to those who comply with the December 1 rule

State finances 30 (o 90 full days. The number in the “half-day” column includes those who attend 180 haté days or 90 full days The number
in the “other” column includes those attending from 30 through 89 fult days or the equivalent in half days

State mandates schools to offer half day kindergarten with funding at a fullday rate
There are 262,485 children who attend kindergarten in Texas 1t 13 the local option of each school district 10 offer exther half- or full dey
kindergarten State figures reflect only the total encoliment

The total kindergarten is 5,228 ciwidren The state does not collect inl by kind
for tots) budgets, not Just kindergartens

State aid monies are provided

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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6. Teachers can pace instruction to help children acquire
new skills and coancepts with ample time tc practice,
apply, and consvlidate rew learning.

7. Teachers can provide more effectively for *he individual
needs of children who have different home and preschool
experiences.

8. Transportation can be provided before and after school,
eliminating the meed for midday transportation.

9. Parents prefer full-day kindergarten and will enroll
children in schools that offer the program.

Newspaper Articles

Evansville initiated half-day kindergarten in 1899, and no change
in the half-day kindergarten, full-day grades one through twelve pattern had
occurred since that time. When the request was made for a pilct program
in four schools, several concerns were expressed. These included the
cost (Indiana provided no reimbursement for full-day kindergarten), the
concern that this was assuming responsibility for child care that parents
should have rather than an attempt to provide a more effective kindergarten
program, and that there would be too much pressure on five-year-old chil-
dren in the full-day program. Pages 5 through 23 contain copies of newspaper
articles associated with starting full-day kindergarten in Evansville that
are reproduced with permission of The Evansville Courier and The Evansville

ress.

These articles reveal the high iaterest and concern about starting
full~day kindergarten. The concerns focused on student achievement,
parent and teacher acceptance, attitudes, self-corcept, attendance, parti-
cipation in school activities or lack of m2riicipation due to "burnout,"
and the content of the schosli day.




Fuil day proposed
for kindergarten
in public schools

By Patricia Swanson
Oresq Stotf Repartsr

Stockwell, Tekoppel and Thompkjns
schools are the proposed sites for a pilot all-
day kinder&arten program being consid-
ered by wie £vansville-Vanderburgh school
adminsteation,

Jack Humphrey, elementary education
supervisor for the schools, said two factors
led to the decision to try the program: The
availability of space at the three schools
and the problems half-day kindergarten
sessions pose for working parents,

The plan must be approved by the
school board Wednesday before it can go
into effect.

Humphrey said most of the youngsters
at the schools will continue to attend-only a
half-day, either morning or afternoon, as at
present. However, up 10 20 students at the
schools could be in the pilot program.

Stockwell now has 42 pupils in kinder-
garten, Tekoppel 52 and Thompkins 44, In
general, 64 youngsters can be accommo-
dated in the two sessions of kindergarten at

each school.

Humphrey said working mothers and
single-pareat families hav: complained
about the half-day kindergarten session and
the problems it presentsin getting children
from the babysitter toschool or vice versa.

Some families, he said, are unable to
make the necessary babysitting arrange-
ments so their children do not attend kin-
dergarten at all. Kindergarten is not
required in public schools.

Himphrey said full-time kindergarten
sessions do present some problems, such as
arranging a curriculum that will m.cet the
needs of both full- and half-day pupiis and
arranging lunch periods and bus loads.
However, he said he believed the difficul-
ties could be ironed out.

“We are not starting a babysitting
service,” he emphasized, adding that the
program will be set up to provide teaching
of basic skills, not “just fun and games.”

Humphrey said he knows of no other
full-time kindergarten program in any pub-
lic schools in the state.

The Evansville Press
September 18, 1978




Board cautious,
but OKs study
of kindergarten

By NANCY HUTCHINSON

The- possibility of offering all-day kin-
dergarten sessions at three local public
schools will be studied by scheol adminis-
trators and teachers to determine whether
the program — aimed at families which do
not have a parent home during the day —
should be imaplemented here.

Before the study was approved by the
School Board Wednesday, however, several
members cautioned that the program
gshould emphasize curriculum and not
merely provide custodial care.

As explained by Dr. Jack Humphrey,
direztor of elementarv education, the study

would examine the feasibility of begioning:

a pijot program at three schools in different
areas of the city: Stockwell on the East Side,
Tekoppel on the West Side and Thampkins
on the North Side.

Humpbrey said scheduling for such
things as lunch pericds and bus tramsporta-
tion would have to be worked out.

Kindergarten pupils attend half-day
sessions at present, in either the morning or
afternoon.

School officials haven't set a date for
implementing the program, should it be
approved by the School Board at a later
date.

Institutiopalization feared

Board member Arthur Aarstad said he
has some reservations about the all-day
kindergarten, particularly if the emphasis
isontheday carerather thanthe education-
al aspects of the program. He said he also
was concerned about the effect an all-day
session would bave on a young child and the
tendency to “institutionalize childhood.”

Board member Martha Schmadel, not-
ing that she was in charge of Evansville’s
federally funded day care during World
War 11, said she detected no ill effects on the
longer day oty the yoing children. “We
didn’t have any problems from a psycholog-
ical standpoint,” she said, adding that the
children’s mothers often worked long days
ia the local shipyards.

The possible need for the all-day kinder-
Zarten sessions was brought to the attention
of school officials, said Humphrey, after
they noticed that many parents have diffi-
culty getting their children home when
school is dismissed early on a “snow day.”

Humphrey said school officials are con-
cerned that some parents may not be send-
ing their children to kindergarten. which is
not required under Indiana law, but instead
wait a yesr and then send their children to
the all-day first-grads sessjons.

Also expressing reservations about the
study was board member Lonie Freeman.
who said he felt the plan should not be
limited to only three schools but should
incluge all schools where enrollment would
permit an all-day program. As many par-
ents as possible should be allowed to par.ic-
ipate in the plan, he said.

The all-day program would involve
more than 300 students. according 0 esti-
mates, with no extra expenditures required
to fund the expanded schoul day.

Evansville Teachers Assoctation Presi-
dent Mike Roberts aaid later that the all-
day kindergarten “‘is worth a study” but
should be a true pilot program, meaning
that needed changes should actually be
made and important questions — such as
the readiness of 5-ycar-oids for a full day of
educational experiences — should be thor-
oughly examined.

The Evansville Courier
September 21, 1978




Board ok’s plan
for test of all-day
kindergarten

School board mémbers have reserva-
tions about a4 proposal by the Evansville-
Vanderburgn Couniy schooi adnunistration
to try a full day of kindergarten at three
schools, hut gave approval for the experi-
ment anyway.

The Evansville-Vanderburgh schools
havekindergarten for only a half-day now.

At a school board meeting yesterday,
Jack Humphrey, director of elementary
education, presented the experimental

lan.

Arthur Aarstad, an educator and board
member, said he Is concerned about young
children becoming Instutionalized by the
longer sessions.

Board member Lonie Freeman said f
the program i5to be tried it should be for ail
schools with kindergertens.

Mike Roberts, president of the Evans-
ville Teachers Assaciation, said he thought
the progr?lm is “wgortslé: try.l" . X

Humphrey pro a pilot program a
three scl?ooxs —pgtockwe.ll on the East Side,
Tekoppel on ine West Side and Thonipkins
on the North Side.

The Evansville Press
September 21, 1978

All-day sessions
for kindergarten
ok'd at 4 schools

Kindergarten pupils in four schools will have a chance
to attend all-day sessions next semester,

Tckoppel, Thompk!ins, Glenwood and Stockwell were
selected by the Evansville-Vanderburgh school hoard last
night as target schools for the pilot program. Originally,
the pilot program was to be for 18 months, beginning next
semester.

However, board member Lonie Freeman asked for a
shorter pilot period, saying, “I don’t think we should study it
to death. Let's study it for six months. If it's a good
programn, we shopid be abie to determine that in six
months.”

He later added, “I don’t think there’s any doubt a kid in
zchool all day 1s going to learn more than those in half

ays‘"

Jack Humphrey, director of elementary education, is
to report on the program at the end of the semester,
although the 18-month pilot study probably will still be
followed.

Under the plan, kindergarten pupils in the four schools
will have their choice of half-day or full-day sessions. If
possible, ali youngsters in the half-day program will attend
only in the morning. Full-day pupils will have both morning
and afternoon sessions.

Norma Kacen, executive director of the Evansviile

Teachers Association, said kindergarten teachers are ’

divided about the plan.

Many, she said, are enthusiastic, looking upon it as a
way of providing better programming for youngstersat a
more relaxed pace. Others feel an all-day program is too
fong for §-year-olds, she said.

In other business, the board:

~Decided to seel federal funds for a program for
gifted and talented children in grades three through six.
‘The funds would be used to hire substitute teachers to take
over classes for “super teachers” now in the system. These
“super teachers” would work with the gifted students once
or twice a week, perhaps taking them to places such asthe
museum.

—~Expressed a degire to start a program to provide
reading programs for preschool childrenin the inner city. A
$25,000 federal grant sought by the school corporation
would proyide matérials and a substitute so regular teach-
ers could work with parents of preschoolers.

The Evansville Press
January 16, 1979



(" Are we really ready for full-day,

To tte Edttr of The Courler-
A 7ull-day kindergarten program mav be initiat
ed countywide as early as September, 1979. The

pilot program that is now in effect at Stockwell,.

Tekoppel, Glenwood and Thompkins schools began
Feb, 1, 1879. As presented, this pllot program was to
be in effect for 18 months. I have ohserved the pilot
program at Thompkins and have spoken at length
with the kindergarten teacher and principal there. ]
am mast impressed with their program develop-
ment. The kindergarten enrcliment for the schools
involved in this pilot program ranges from 54 pupils
at Tekappel to 39 students at Thompkint.

But 1 a1a very concerned should this program be
sdopted countywide In the fal! of 1979. My major
coacern is the length of the pilot program. There has

bee: no “September experience” included in the

pilots thus far. How will 5-year-oid children react to

an initial fuli day of school, school Innches and bus
transportation twice a day?

How wili this program fare in kindergartens with
larger enrollments? Will there be adequate certifted
and licensed personciel? Is there a definite set ratio of
pupil per certified teacher? Can the present certifjed
personne! be totally prepared for this drastic chanige
in such a short period of time?

Indeed, can all the school buildings be ready for
this program so soon™ -Will there be ample tables,
chairs and enrichment materials for every student?

I the School Board should decide that the school
svstem andertake this marathon task in this limited
time period, is there enough money (not already
aliotted to other areas) to cover the additional
expenses?

{do not know the answers to these questions. I am

countywide kindergarten?

appalied at the lack of information we parents have
received concerning the pilot program. On Wednes-
day, May 9 at 2:30 p.m. the School Board will meet at
the school administration betlding in the Civic Cen-
ter complex. At this meeting Dr. Humphrey, superin-
tendent of elementary efucation, is scheduled th
present a progress report on ihe full-day kindergar-
ten pilot program.

Three and one-hatf months i8 too brief a test
period to provide —onclusive results. lurge Dr. Hum-
phrey to recommmend the continustion of the pilot
program. I urge our School Bo.ud to continue with
the pllot program and not comm;* onr school system
and our children to a countywice, full-day kinder-
gurten p ogram in September, 1979.

MRS. PAULA S. SILLS
Evanavlile
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Parents want more study
of all-day kindergarten

Some Evansville parents who have reservations about all-
day kindergarten classes plan to ask the School Board for assur-
ance Wednesday that the pilot program begun in January at four
elementary scheols won't be iniplemented on a countywide basis
before September 1980.

The already has voted to continuve the m at
Thompkins, Tekoppel, Stockwell and Glenwood on an
cxperimental basis next year so that the longer day’s effect on
youngsters can be determined more accurately. However,
rumors have been circulating recently in several other schools
that the all-dsy programs would be initlated in‘all local public
clementary schools this fall. .

Paula Sills, the mother of a preschooler who will enter
kindergarien in 1980, said siie rccently sent out copies of a letter

to parents of children in several local nursery schools and asked
them to let ochool of ficials know if they oppose implementation of
an all-day kindergarten in all elementary schools this fall. She
also has organized a group called the Concerned Parents of
Preschool Children. .

About 95 percent of the eligible pupils at the four pilot
schools are attending the all-day classes, and achool officials say
the res from parents there has been'overwhelmingly favor-
able. School officials recently surveyed parents at the four
schools about thelr opinions of the all-day classes, according to
Dr. Jack Humphirey, director of elementary education for the
Evanavilie-Vanderburgh School Corp. However, hesaid, adminis-
trators have no plans to recommend that the program beexpand-
edtoalle chools this fall.

He s2id he will present a progress report or: this semester’s
program at Wednesdsy's School Board meeting. The regort had

been r:gmted by the board when the pllot program was
approved in January. P

The Evansville Teachers Association last week sent a letter
to board members asking that the all-day kindergarten program
be studied further and not expanded on a districtwide basis before
1980-81. The cffect of all-day classes on beg.aning pupils — as
opposed to those who have attended school a semester already —
and the facilities, personnel and other program needs must be
assessed thoroughly before the m can be expanded,
according to ETA Executive Director Norma Kacen.

Mrs. Silis said she is neither for ner against the concept of an
all-day kindergarten bu! is concerned that it must be studied
further before being implemented in all elementary schools

“I believe there are many children who are ready for all-day
kindergarten,” she said. “I just want to be sure the program is
ready for them.”

She said she docsn’t believe school administrators have been
tryllng to push the idea of extending the preschool program in the The Evansville Courier
fall.
Sandy Helsloot, a Cynthia Helghts district parent who has May 3, 1979
five children, including a preschooler, said she isconcerned about
all-day kindergarten expansion plans “because I don't think kids
that age snould be pushed into an all-day environment.”
She scid she feels parents haven't been given enough oppor-
tunity to express their opinions of a year-round all-day program,
and she favor3 an extensive survey similar to the poll taken
recently ahout parents’ opinions of snow day policies.
The kindergarten program needs another year of study
before a decision is made on expansion, sald Mrz. Helsloot, rioting
that she would prefer having a first semester of half-day classes
o .;’lt-‘d 2 seconm(:es semester of ali-day classes rather than a year-round
: all-day ¢ .
ERIC ? .
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Board to hear all-day-
kindergdrden report

By Patricia Swanson
Press Statf Reporkr

A woman whohas beenconcerned about
the possibility of expansion of all-day kin-
dergarten classes to more schools this fall
plans to speak about the issue at tomor-,
row’s 2:30 p.m. school board meeting.

Paula Sills, who has a child who will
enter kindergarten in 1980, said she is con-
cerned about expanding all-day kindergar-
tens before enough information is obtained
on how the present four-school pilot project
will work in the iong run.

Early this year the board voted tc intro-
duce all-day kindergartens at Tekoppel,
Thompkins, Glenwood and Stockwell

6L6T ‘8 Len
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schools on a voluntary basis. About 95 per-
cent of the eligible stiidents have enrolled
for the all-day sessions.

Mrs. Sills said, “Tm not opposed to a

full-day kindergarten program; I'm not in’

favor o. a full-day kindergarten program. 1
just think there is not sufficient data to base
an opinion on.”

Jack Humphrey, elementary education
supervisor, is expected to make a report on
fow the program is progressing. School
officials have‘said that no decision on
whether to expand the program has been
made. However, rumors continue to circu-
1ate that tiie programis going to be expand-

ed this fall.

Principals are reporting that parents
are calling them, asking if incoming 5-year-
olds will be attending school all day next
year.School board members also have been
receiving calls.

"Mrs. Sllis said she is concerned about
two major issues invclving all-day kinder-
garten: How will chilaren who have never
been in school before adjust to having to be
in class all day long and is all-day too long
to expect a child to remain attentive.

The experimental program started in
the second semester so voungsters who
were in it had already bad one semester of

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

half-day kindergarten.

The pilot program was brought to the
boakd as a surprise; board members pri-
vaily said they had not heard anything
abofl- the idea until they were asked to
appiove the four-site pilot project.
ll-day kindergartens will not be the
onlyicontroversial subject on tomorrow’s
agenda. Also expected is the result of the
schéol survey on snow day policies.

The survey was sent to every home ia
the gehool system. It sought opinions on the
pregent policy of closing schools when
buses can’t make it and offered alternative
ideas—opening schools an hour early or
opening with no bus service. '

o
A~




The Evansville Press
May 10, 1979

Kindergarten plan
will be continued

The Evansville-Vanderburgh school
board yesterday pressed eleinentary edu-
cation supervisor Jack Hurnphrey on the
purpose of all-day ki, dergartens Sefore
voting unenthusiastically to continue the
present pilot program in four schools.

The debate began when Humphrey pre-
sented a progress report on the program,
begun in January at Stackwell, Tekoppel,
Glenwood and Thompkins schools. Hum-
phrey said 188 students are eligible for the
optional program and well over 95 percent
have participated in it.

Humphrey said the program is working
well and teachers and parents were pleased
with it.

“The word I think of most about the
program is happiness,” he said. .

However, Paula Sills, a former teacher
who wili have a child eutering kindergarten
at Scott School in a couple of years, ques-
tioned that statement.

“Happy compared to what?” she cald.
“Happier than youngsters in a half-day
program? Happier than youngstersin a day
care center? Happier than youngsters at
bome?”

Mrs. Sills, who became interested in the
program, she said, when she heard rumors
the program was to be expanded, charged
that “the all-day pilot program is-a hastily
prepared day care program that was reck-
lessly converted to a supposedly optional
all-day kindergarten.”

Mrs. Sills said Humphrey told her there
is no scientific evidence available that
shows whether an all-day kindergarten is
better than a half-day one but “our educa-
tional hunches are as good as anybody
else’s.”

Mrs. Sills contended that schoo! board
minutes show that Humphrey in January
cited five written reports that support the
all-day kindergarten. She said, “Investiga-
tion shows that two of these studies deal
with an extended-day program, in other
words four and one-half to five-hour days;
one study was never piloted; one program |

cannot find as an operating program; and
one program does have an implemented
full-day program that sets a maximum
number of studer ; per class of 25. I don't
see how these five studies support an all-
day program.”

The Evansvilie classes range up to 51
pupils with the use of teachers’ aides.

Mrs. Sills also questioned whether the
program was truly optional. She noted that

science, math and social studies were all
being taught in the afternoon with half-day
students getting a smaller math wotkbook
than the full-day pupiis.

“1 intellectually reject the supposition
that science, social studies and math are
optional supplemental enrichment
programs. Indeerd, it is the afterncon pro-
gram of the first jrade.”

Beard members then began 6 question
Humphrey i aepth

“Just what 15 the purpose of the ali~lay
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kindergarten?”” Ken Quakkelaar asked.

Humphrey said it was a readiness pro-
gra:n to help children prepare for first
atuuc.

“Are our children not ready now under
the half-day program?”’

“Oh, no, they have a'ways done well and
are ready. But you are talking about the
glob of cbildren. There are always some
who aren't ready.”

“And that is always going to be true,
iso't it?”

“Yes, of course.”

“Then what are we really trymng ta
accomplish?”

*School superintendent Victor Fisher
said because of television programssuch as
Sesame Street youngsters need a richer
curriculim im kindergarten than in the

Asked about whether chuldren in a full-
day program do better later on, Humphroy
said there are no statistics either way,

Quakkelaar, referring again to state-
ments that kindergarten is designed to
teach readiness, said, “It seems to me we
have a solution looking for a problem.”

It was suggested that parents be sur-
veyed to see if they wanted their children in
a full-day program.

*“Idon’t think this is the sort of issue that
should be a matter of public opinion,” board
member Arthur Aarstad said. I think this
is an educational matter. Either it. is
worthwhile educationally or it is not. It's
not a matter of convenience for parents. I
think many parentswould opt for an all-cay
kindergarten at public expense rather than
a babysitter or day care center.”

A woman-in the audience complained
that aides were doing much of the teaching
in a large class. Fumphrey said the aides
work under the direct supervision of the
teacher.

“But with 25 in the class in a half-day
program,” the woman responded, “I think
my child gets more attention from the
teacher than if he were 1n with 50 other kids
in a full-day program.”

Applause greeted many of the com-
ments by thoss opposed to the all-day
program.

Board member Lonie Freeman asked if
voting on the issue could be delayed so
members could study some of the material
Mrs. Sills had brought. Fisher said kinder-
garten registration is under way now and
parents need to be told if their youngsters
will be in half-day or full-day sessions.
Time is also needed to set up staff require-
ments, he said.

‘The program is to be continued at the
four schoois on an experiniental basis for
the time being with the possibility of some
modjfications if necessary later on. Par-
ents who are enrolling their children in
kindergarten now also will be asked if they
want 2 fult 5r hali-day grogram altheugn
there {s nn plaag at present to expand t
other schools.




——Opinion
Kindergarten

Some parents and teachers are concerned that the school
system might be moving too quickly to bring about ali-day kinder-
garten on a districtwide basis.

There is currently an all-day pilot pregram at four schools, It
has been in operation since February, ostensibly for a three-
semester study.

But rumors began to circulate recently that the school corpora-
tion was moving to expand the program sooner than originally
planned School officials say that is not so, but the Evansville
Teachers Association became sufficiently concerned about the
rumors that it last week sent a letter to School-Board members
asking that the program be studied further and not expanded
districtwide until the original 18-month study period was complete.

What the truth of these rumors might have been, we don't know.
It could have been a misunderstanding, or there could have been
somie official basis to it in the school corporation and/or the School
Board.

Whatever the source, we would agree with the concerned
parents and teachers that no action to expand the kindergarten
program should be taken un.’: it has been adequately studied -
especially in terms of the effect of all-day classes on preschool
children and the system’s ability to properly handle an expanded
program.

Great care should be taken by the School Board to make sure
that the program, if fully implemented later, becomes a legitimate
kindergarten with academic and social preparation for elementary
school - not a tax-supported day-care operation.

Kindergarten

The School Board has approved a study to determine the
feasibility of all-day kindergarten at three schools, while caution-
ing that any such program should be geared to learning rather than
institutional babysitting. .

For its part, the Evansville Teachers Association believes such
a program couid have meii, but cites a need for the study to
address itself additionally to questions such as the readiness of 5-
year-olds to cope with a full day of educational experience.

The apoarent concern of both groups to the question of all-day
kindergarten and, more specifically, to the basic purpose of such a
program and its effect on pre-school age children is commendable
and creates a refreshing atmosphere in which the matter can bc
examined.
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Can we justify need for dll-day kindergarten?

To the editor of The Press

As the mother of three children, one s0cn to start
kindergarten, I have watched the unfolding of the
question of all-day kindergarten with more than
casual interest.

When the idea flrst was presented to the school
board and then rushed to the pilot-program stage, 1
was concerned for several reasons: The inadequate
time for public discussion or; achool board delibera-
tion, the paucity of data presented dealing with
similar programs, and especially the deagth of justi-
fication for expanding a half-day kihdergarten pro-
gram administrators already seemed (o feel was
successful.

After the May 9 school board meeting, which
reviewed the progress of the pilot program, I amstill
concerned. Expressing his own concerns about the
need for all-day kindergarten, board member Ken
Quakkelaar said. “It seems to me we havea solution
looking for a problem.” What problem or problems
will be solved by having all-day kindergarten, and is
the solution of these problems a valid enovgh reason
for sending children to school a half-day longei?

Let's agree that present on~-way busing for kin-
dergarteners hzs been a problem for some parents
who do not send their children to school becanse they
cannot arrante for other-way transportation. Let’s
admit that working pa:ents have a hard problem
making arrangements for school children enrolled in
half-day indergarten. Let's admit that school
administrators have a real problem because
decreasing enroliment means decreasing federal
dollars.

These are all difficult problems to solve, but
separately or together they do not justify sending
children to schoc. ' balf-day longer. Indeed, let's not
fomeuoeomideﬂhepmblemmtmayhamed
by sending children to kindergarten all day. Isn'¢ it
important that a young child have ample treedomto
structure his own time and accomplish tasks impor-
tant to his own growth? Increased size of classes and

reader’s
point
of view

space limitations may not even really give a child
time to be alone with his own thoughts.

Second, do we know that giving children more
structured information earlier is teally beneficial
later? Are we graduating better-educated students
or are we simply frustrating many of them or turning
taemm off after too many years in the classroom?

The mainquestion we must answer is, will all-day
kindergarten be educationally worthwhile nd veri-
flobly s0 Dy accepted educational stindards and
measure~ > t3? Subjective jud-mentsby people who
are not ¢ ». zrned primarily with educational bene-
fits of the programs are not enough. And if all-day
kindergarten proves not to be educationally
worthwhile, let’s find other solutions to the very rea)
problems’faced by our school corporation.

Let's not stick, with the “solution iooking for 4
prodlem.”

MRS. CAROLE ALLISON
Evansyille




Board urged to offer
kindergarten options

Any all-day kindergarten program
should include an option of half-day ses-
sions for childrenof parents wao prefer the
shorter day school noard members were
told last night by Jack Humphrey, director
of elementary education.

Humphrey, who presented a 106-page
report on a pilot program in which children
attend all-day kindergarten at Tekoppel,
Stockwell, Thompkins and Glerwood
schools, said children who attended the all-
day sessions scored “significantly higher”
on tests than children in half-day classes.
The four schools have had full-day sessions
for two years.

But he said parents still should be able
to decide whether they want their children
to go a half day or full day. He recommend-
ed schools with all-day kindergarten pro-
grams also offer half-day sessions and that
parents also have the option of sending
their children to nearby schools that have
vnly half-day sessions, if they prefer.

The board will study the report, whickh
Humphrey termed *‘the most comprehen-
sive in the nation on ali-day kindergartens,
as {ar as we know.” A decision on whether
to contipue the all-day program, or expand
1t, is expected some time this summer.

tumphrey, in presenting the report,
notea that school systems t.aroughout the
country are experimenting with various
types of all-day programs.

. Tests at the four schools where the pilot
program was operated, he said, show that
kindergarteners are testing “significantly
Ingher” than students at four other Evans-
ville schools with half-day programs and
similar socio-economic backgrovads:
Culver, Daniel Wertz, Evaus and Hebron.

First graders who were in a full-day
program a year ago testea dramatically
higher on reading tests than the national
average, Humphrey said. The special test
wa3 not given to the four control schools.

More than 90 percent of the parents who
had children in the all-day program
aporoved of the concept, according to a
survey included in the report,

Fifty-two percent of parents of children
in half-day kindergartens would prefer full-
day classes, accordingtoasy - included
in Humphrey's report. The repus. also said
that teachers of ali-day kindergarten were
unanimous in endorsing the prograns; fint
grade teachers at the schools we. ¢ undecid:
ed about the value.

Several parents who had children in the
all-day program praised the idea, saying
their children had advanced more than they
expected 'in the year. Typical was Don
Payne, who had a son at Thompkins this
year. Opposition, he said,’ was based on
“fear of the unknown, I endorse this hearti-
ly for all children in the system.”

Paula Sills, who had led opposition to
the program since it was begun two years
ago, said she had not been able to see a copy
of the report ahead of time and *I have five
speeches here (written before the meeting)
and I don’t know which one to use.”

. Asshe searched through the speeches to
find the appropriate one, board president
Lonie Freeman, aware that any decision on
the program is going to generate criticism,
commented, “Save them. You'll probably
db_table to use one of the others at a later

a e'll

William E. Laudeman, asked ihat the
board offer full-day programs next yéar
because "“I'm the father of a 5-year-old who
isin a private all-day nursery school 8 to 10
hours aday (at Central Methodsst Church)..

I'want him in a full-day kindergarten so he
c24 make friends with children in the
school near him. If youdon't, I'll have to pay
to put kim In a private kindergarten.”

A decision whether to continue the pilot
program at the four schools will be made by
the board this summer, officials indicated
privately, However, if the program s
expanded into cther schools, Humphrey has
recommended that that decisiot be made
by January with classes not beginning until
the following September.

The %“vansville Press

June 19, 1980



Some board members favor
expanded kindergarten program

By Patricia Swanson
Press Staft Reporter

Members of the Evansville-Vander-
burgh schoo! Board are thinkipg of expand-
ing the all daw kindergarten program at
four schools to a few others — although
they may have second thoughts when they
realize the state will provide no additional
financial assistance for the program.

A survey of board members today indi-
cated that many of them favor some expan.
sion of the program, begun two yearsagoas
a pilot project in Glenwood, Tekoppel,
Thompkins and Stockwell schools. Howev-
er, some board members favoring the
expansion said they assumed the all-day
program would . >an additional state aid.

But according to Danny Costella, a
finance specialist with the state Depart-
ment of Public Instruction, kindergarten
students entitle a local school corporation
toonly half as much aid as studentsinother

Kindergarten program

Member Arthur Aarstad said he's also
concerned about pupil “burnout.” Do
youngsters who are in an all-day program

Continued from Page 1
“we’ll have to look at the finances before

we can do anything.”

Carl Lyles, who was one of the members
assuming there would be extra state aid,
said, “I'd like to enlarge (the program), yes,
but certainly ail-day kindergarten will not
be in every school this fall.”

New board member Paul Niemeier also
favors expanding the program, but he said
he would have to take a close look at the

cost.

grades, regardless of v .ether theygohalfa
day or a full day.

School board members, who are sched-
uled to consider the kindergarten program
at a board meeting at 2:30 tomorrow after-
noon at the School Administration Building,
said they were impressed by a report at the
last board meeting that showed test ecores
of youngsters in the four pilot schools were
“significantly higher” than atother schools.
The report was made by ziementary educa-
tion director Jack Humphrey

Although school officials haven't

"eased figures by school, sources said
average test scores at some schools, partics
ularly those with a large number of disad-
vantaged youngsters, were much below the
national average.

Board member Elaine Amerson said
today, “We are looking very carefully at
what we know from the study and evaluat-
ing it. We must have a way to approach the

More abour

problem of very slow beginning students,
and the results show very significant
improvements in most areas. Cost cannot
be the major concern.”

She said 90 percent of the parents whose
children were in the full-day program want
it continued and more than $0 percent of
%aren!s intheother schools also endorsethe
idea.

Martha Schmadel said Humphrey's
report “definitely justifies” the program.
She said she would like to see the all-day
program expanded to a few more schools.

Board president Lonie Freeman said be
would like to see the program expanded,
but is concerned about the financial situa.
tion. The board already has cut some pro-
grams, such as high school summer school,
to meet the budget, and Freeman said that

Turn to Page 13, Column 1

in kindergarten get bored a few years laier

sters?

ects.
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and lose interest sooner than other young-

In otner tssues at tomorrow’s meeting,
members are expected to set book rental
feeshigher thanlast year because of higher
book costs and increase the cumulative
building tax levy to provide more money
for repairs and extensive renovation proj-

The Evansville Press
July 1, 1980
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Kindergarten expans

By DAN CONSIDINE
Sunday stoff reporter

The Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corp.
board of trustees might consider expansion of the
school system’s all-day kindergarten program
Wednesday.

_ Jack Humphrey, director of elementary edu-

cqtion, will present a report on the all-day kin-
dergarten program at the 2:30 p.m. meeting.
However, Humphrey and other E-VSC officials
refused to say whether they will recommend
€xpansion.

‘There will be anitem on the ~genda concern-
ang the all-day kindergarten program. This is a
board item, so I can't release any details. All
oan say is that we’ve been receiving a lot of
favorable information about the curvent all-day
program,” Humphrey said.

But a check with board members found that
hetween two and four schools may be considered
fot expansion of the program. Board member
Lonie Freeman said he thought two or three
schools would be considered. He mentioned
Harper School as a possiblity. Roard member
Suzanne Aiken said as many as five schools
might be considered, although ske didn’t know
which schools might be involved.

Freeman said it is likely that schools in dis-
tricts that don’t have an all-day kindergarten
would be among candidates for expansion. Six
schools — Tekoppel, Glenwood, Thompkins,
Stockweil, Lincoln and Cedar Hall ~ now have
all-day kindergarten. Haif-day kindergarten is

offered at the other 24 elementary schools.

Albert Umbach was the only board member
who said he would likely vote against an expan-
sion. Other board members said they favor an
expansion of the program, provided enough mon-
ey could be found. Board members were not sure
when a vote would be takenon expansion because
they had not seen Humphrey’s report.

“] expect we will add more schools to the all-
day kindergarten program. I don't recall how
many schools are being considered,” said Elaine
Amerson, board president.

“But the data we've been receiving indicate
that the all-day kindergarten program has been
very successful. I believe the board will be favor-
able towara an expansion.”

Mrs. Aiken believes expanding the program
isneeded because many Evansville residents are
now seeking private all-day kindergartens.

She said all-day kindergarten also would
solve the current transportation problem with
half-uay kindergarten. Parents now must supply
transportation for students attending half-day.
In the full-day sessions, kindergarten students
are permitted to ride the bus with other students.

Board member Carl Lyles said the school
system needs to “move in the direction of offer-
ing expansion of the all-day kindergarten.”

However, Umbach thinks expanding all-day
kindergarten may be a mistake for which tax-
payers will end up paying.

I think kindergarten is vital, but I have
reservations about the all-day schedule. One of

ion possible

the main items is mioney. I don’t know if we can
afford all-day kindergarten,” Umbach said.

The last expansion of the program, adding
Lincoln School, cost the E-VSC $24,000.

Umbsch a'so questioned academic effective-
ness of all-day kindergarten.

“I just feel that the interest level of $-year-old
children is probabl; nsgh for half a day. I think
the rest of the day mizht wind up being spent on
discipline and keeping ti.eir attention,” Umbach
said.

“J think all-day kindergarterr- ~ . .silyslip
into a day-care service. } ¥ ' care is
needed, but I feel that the t suldn't
foot the bill. All-day kindergar. alsoburt

our other programs and lessen ov. «bility to pay
competitive wages to teachers.”

However, Humphrey has presented reports
to the board showing that students attending all-
day kindergarten have scored significantly high-
er on basic skills tests than students in half-day
programs.

But Humphrey’s findings have been ques-
tioned by opponents of all-day kindergarten
because the director has been among the main
designers of the all-day program, the first of its
kind in the state.

Norma Kacen, executive director of the
Evansville Teachers Association, declined com-
ment on possible expansion of the program
because she had not recvived any details of
Humphrey’s upcoming report.

The Sunday Courier and Press
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Five more schools
will offer all-day
kindergarten class

By NANCY HUTCHINSON

Coutier stot! writer

All-day kindergarten classes will be
offered at five add:tional public elementa-
ry schools in 1982-83.

The Schoo} Board's decision to expand
the program to include Cynthia Heights,
Delaware, Harper, Hebron and Lodge
schools means that just over one-third of
the Evansville-Vanderburgh School
Corp.'s 30 elementary schools will offer
all-day classes for their youngest pupils
next year. Six schools — Cedar Hall, Glen-
wood, Lincoln, Stockwell, Tekoppe! and
Thompkins — currently offer the classes.

The popularity of the all-day kindergar-
ten classes and the need to attract more
youngsters tothe public schools inan era of
declining enrollments were two of the
main arguments cited Wednesday by sev-
eral board members and by Jack Hum-
phrey, director of elementary education,
who recommended expanding the pro-
gram.

“At the present time we have 339 (kin-
dergarten) children enrolled in schools
that offer full-day kindergarten,” said
Humphrey. “Parents have the option of
choosing full-day or half-day kindergarten.
This year a total of 338 children are attend-
ing full-day and one child is attending half-
day.”

Because kindergarten attendance is not’

required in Indiana, children can aiso
begin schoo! as first-graders.

Humphrey noted that from 1969-77, kin-
dergarten classes were larger than first-
grade classes. School officials believe
many of the youngsters were enrolling in
public school kindergartens, then transfer-
ring to private schools — wbich did not
offer kindergarten at that time — as first-
graders.

Full-day kindergarten gives pupils more
time to develop their language, cognitive
and other skills, said Humphrey, “and our
extensive records indicate that the full-day
expeience is helpfui for children.”

From a financial standpoint, the loss of
potential state revenue from local pupils
who don't attend the school corporation
translates into almost $929 per child annu-
clly, or §11,512 over the 13-year period
from kindergarten through 12th-grade,
Humphrey said.

Adding all-day kindergarten at five
more schools next year will require an
additional five teachers and 5.5 assistants,
plus supplies and equipment, at a cost of
$160,000, school administrators estimate.
The money will come from the instruction

account of the school system’'s general
operating fund.

The only member who voted against
expanding the program, Albert Umbach
Jr., questioned whether the school system
could a.lord to add to its kindergarten
program when, because of tight finances,
the money 1s needed for programs in the
other 12 grades. He also noted the need to
keep teachers’ salaries high enough so that
they won't leave the school svstem for
more lucrative jobs.

The cost of expanding full-day kinder-
garten must be balanced against the prob-
ability that the school system will get more
back farther down the road, countercd
board President £laine Amerson, refer-
ring to the increased state revenue granted
to the school system for each additional
pupil enrolled.

Member Arthur Aarstad said he realized
economics are a concern, but the primary
issue should be: “Are we meeting the edu-
cational needs of the children?" He sug-
gested school administrators study the
academic performance of first- through
third-grade pupils who attended all-day
kindergarten.

*“There doesn't seem to be any con-
sensus,” said Aarstad of the all-day kinder-
garten. “I think the jury is still out.”

He also questioned whether students
would “burn out” on school because they
began attending full-day classes as kinder-
garteners.

Humphrey replied that many young-
sters today have attended full-day Head
Start, day care and nursery school pro-
grams as 3- and 4-year-olds before they
enroli in kindergarten.

Member Suzanne Aiken, citing the popu-
larity of all-day kindergarten, said tne
school 3ystern should offer the program if
there is a need for it and if the people want
it

In response to the board members’ que.-
tions, Evansville Teachers Association
(ETA) President Mike Roberts said teach-
ers have differing opinions about the effec-
tiveness of all-day kindergarten. Some
favor it, he noted, but others question the
cost or doubt its long-range value for
pupils bevond the third- or fourth-grade.

The full-day kindergarten program is,
the only one of its kind in the stats and one
of only a few in the nation, according to
local school officials. Some rural systems,
because of transportation limitations,
offer either one semester of all-day kinder-
garten or all-day classes three times a
week throughout the year.




All-day kindergarten program

discussed in closed-door session

By Patricia Swanson
Press Stotf Reporter

The school board met in execulive ses-
sion yesterday to discuss the financial
implications of expanding the all-day w.n-
dergarten program to five more schools.

Discussions included how much it would
cost to implement the expansion and how
much revenue schools lose from students
going to private schools wheve all-day pro-
grams are available.

Board members indicated the kinder-
garten program was brought up in execu-
tivesession because discussions centered on
how the program expansion would effect
upcoming negoliations.

However, legal counsel for the Hoosier
State Press Association said the meeting
was improper under the state’s open meet-
ings law, even though the matter then was
discussed in open session.

In the public session, the board voted, 6-
1, to add Cynthia Heights, Delaware,
Harper, Hebron and Lodge schools to the
program next year. Cedar Hall, Glenwood,
Lincoln, Stockwell, Tekoppel and Thomp-
kins already offur the all-day program.

Of prime consideration, the public dis-
cussion showed, was the popularity at the
existing schools and the loss of state aid for
students who ar:.'t in the public schools.

Every kindergartenstudent in a private
program, the board was toid, costs the
Evansville-Vanderburgh district about
$450 in state aid. If students remain in the
private schools for first grade, the state aid
loss is $929. (The state pays only half the
amount for kindergarten tudents as for all
others.) For anentire school career, the loss
is $11,625.

With declining enrollment and tight
budgets, the board wants to get as much
money as possible in state support.

Board president Elaine Amerson
defended the executive session before the
meeting, saying discussion there concen-
trated on the effect the expansion would'
have on upcoming negotiations with teach-
ers. Expansion would cost about $160,000
from the general fund, the same area sala-
ries come from.

"There was no attempt to hide anything
from the public,” she said. “We ha? a full
discussion on thefloor toincluding audience

participation. There was no intent to with-
hold any information.”

But Richard Cardwell, legal counsel for
the state press group, termed that argu-
ment “ridiculous. Anything a board does
has an effect on the budget, even what they
pay for chalk.

"The budget process is supposed to be
open,” lie said.

Negotiations legally can be discussed
privately, he conceded, but said discussing
the-effect of a policy matter ~ “and this is
obviously a policy matter” — on money
available for negotiations is not.

Board members also indicated they felt
the session was legal since they also talkea
about the staffing of the all-day programs.
They said personnel was a permissibleissue
for executive session.

But Cardwell said personnel, except
under specific circumstances, is not
grounds for the executive order. He said
explanations given for the meeting yester-
day are “abso;utely inadequate.”

School attorney Jeff Frank declined
comment, except to say that he believes
“Mr. Cardwell is in error.”

The proposal passed in the public meet-
ing with only member Al Umbach voting
against it. The discussion, he said, “con-
villged me even more than before” to
oppose the plan both because of the money
and the fact that no conclusive evidence
exists of its educational benefits.

Special projects coordinator Jack Hum.
phrey said teachers-he talks to generally
seem to support the program, and “the
children as a whole are progressing well.”

Parents have been particularly happy
with the ali-day approach, he said. Kinder
garten enrollments have grown in those
schools with the all-day kindergartens with
classes larger than in the first grade. In
most other schools, the first-grade classes

have more students than the kindergartens.

Humphrey said school officials specu-
late that many working mothers whose chil-
dren should ittend schools without a full-

day program, enroll their children in
private programs because of transporta-
tion and babysitting problems with half-day
kindergartens.

Umbach suggested that Evansville
Teacher Association members might be
unhappy at spending $160,000 on expanding
a program when that money could be used
for salaries. Member Lonie Freeman
retorted that expanding the program
means five more teachers will remain on
the payroll, and the teazhers should appre-
ciate keeping members on salary.

But ETA director Norma Kacen angrily
rejected the statements, saying, “1 take
umbrage at teachers as pawns in this mat.
ter. We do have opinions in other than eco-
nomic matters. As professionals we are
divided in our views on this matter. The
evidence to support the all-day program
just is not there. The jury still is out. Eco-
nomic matters are, of course, important,
but they are not a determinent of where we
stand when services to children are con-
cerned.”

ETA president Michael Roberts said
Evansville teachars have differing views of
the program. Some support it while others
have reservations.

Evansville is the only school in the state
to have the all-day kindergarten program.
Humphrey said no data is available to show
the number of such programs in the coun-
try. And, he said, some all-day programs
run only every other day and are in rural
districts in places like Nebraska, rather
than a half-day each day, to save transpo:-
tation costs.

The Evansville Press
May 12, 1982




The kindergarten question:

half-day, all-day, none at all

Some adults remember kindergarten as a place where they
a::. slept and played. Learning, apparently, was secondary to
play.

But today educators are selling kindergarten as a valuable
educational program that should be experienced by inost chil-
dren. The curricula at kindergartens throughout the Tri-State
}/ary. but they share a common foundation — making learning

un,

Increasing kindergarten enrollments and demands for all-day
programs have raised questions about the history as well as the
future of kindergarten. Among the major questions are:

¢ What is the proper balance between play and learning in a
kindergarten?

o Should children attend kindergarten all day?

* Does home education provide a better education than dons
kindergarten?

Taxpayers have a stake in the growth of kindergarten since
they will pay the bill for public school programs.

Private school kindergartens also are growing, particularly
full-day programs. But nationwide, fe w public schools offer them.
The growth of private all-day programs has resulted inincreasing
pressure on public schools to offer full-day programs.

The public's stake in the issue may be whetl.er more kinder-
garten means bet*er education for ch:ldren.

A cl.ser look at the development of kindergarten, opinions of

While kindergarten programs emphasize making learning
enjoyable, school officials in the Tri-State report that the pro-
gramshave becomemore structured during the past two decades.

Cognitive skills such as reading, science and math now are
taugh* in kindergarten, wheraas 10 to 20 years ago ctildren were
taugh¢ primarily physical skills and how to get along with others.

Teachers with special training in early childhood 2ducation
often teach kindergarten. The teachers usually follow lesson
plans, much like teachers in other grades.

Although kindergarten is not mandatory in most states, the
numper of children attending has risen steadily over the past 30
years. An increase in the number of working mothers and a
recognition by educators that kindergarten is a valuable experi-
ence are among the majo.  asons for the enrollment increase.

The growth in kindergarten enrcllments has been fueled by
the corresponding growth in a whole range of 2arly childhood
education programs. Nursery schools and day-care centers are
teaching and caring for children from infancy.

In Evansville, these factors have lad public school officials to
set up full-day kindergartens in six schools. Last week the school
board approved expansion of the all-day program to five more
schools.

The value of kindergarten and concerns over falling public
school enrollment recently led Gov. John Y. Breen of Kentucky te
propose making half-day kindergarten mandato:y in the Com-

Special
Assignment

By DAN CONSIDINE

Sunday staff reporter

parents and current early childhood education trends offers some
answers to the questions.

Along with the growth in kindergarten programs over the past
30 years has come an increasing emphasis on learning basic
reading and math skills. But kindergarten programs have tried to
maintain the concept of making learning fun.

For example, in Evansville, pablic school kindergartens use
make-believe characters and situations like Ezzie Elf, who teach-
es the children hew to listen. At Pride Elementary School in
Madisonville, Ky., first-graders and kindergarten students learn
about manners {rom Bufford the Big Eared Mouse.

monwealth. The proposal was later withdrawn after educators
throughout the state complained that the governor's proposed
budget failed to provide enough money to carry out the program.

There are some parents who choose to educate their pres-
choolers at home.

Dana and Teresa Sahlhoff of Evansville don't strong!y oppose
kindergarten or nursery school, they are just carrying on a family
tradition by educating their two preschool children a¢ home.

Their 4-year-old son Aaron will not be attending kindergarten
next year, and his 5-month-old sister Jennifer is just beginning to
enjoy learning from her mother.

“We decided that despite the financial sacrifices, me staving
home and teaching our children will provide them with a better
education,” said Mrs. Sahlhoff, who has a bachelor's degree in
interior design from Indiana State University.

“I come fromr * family of five children and none of us went to
kindergarten. My mom tcok the time to teach all of us and this is
something I'm enjoying with my children.”

Although Mrs. Sahthoff doesn't have a scheduled curriculum,
she does have a gencral plan she follows in educating her son.

“We've already started on number concepts and letters. We go
to the library quite a bit and take a lot of field trips. I take him to
places like the museum and the zoo.

to Page 5-A
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Kindergarten From Page 1-A

“The main advantage of teaching at home isthat Aaron
can tell me what he wants to learn on any given day. In
many kindergartens the children have to conform to a
schedule, I think it's better to let them explore and learn
freely,” said Mrs. Sahthoff.

She is not concerned that Aaron will fail to develop
socially by not having attended kindergarten. She said the
cg‘lfl has plenty of contact with children in the neighbor-
hood.

Tom and Lynn Weiss of raral Evansville have a 2%-
year-old son. They, too, do not plan to send him to kinder-
garten or nursery school.

“We feel we can give our son a better and more varied
educaticn at home than that offered by a school. We are
really big on being close to our child. . . He evenhad a home
birth.

“I don't really have anything against kindergarten, but
I just feel there is no substitute for instruction from
parents,” said Mrs. Weiss.

Mrs. Weiss isn't sure her child would fit into a kinder-
garten class.

“Our son is really very bright and I spend a lot of time
with him since I don’t work. I give him a lot of freedom to
learn. I think he might upset a kindergarten class where he
would be expected to sit still for long periods,” she said.

Although many of them acknowledge the value of home
education, several other parents interviewed believe kin-
dergarten is a valuable exp rience which is necessary for
most families in today’s society.

Henderson, Ky., native Charlotte Warren didn't attend
kindergarten when she was a child because it wasn't
offered. But she has sent three children to kirdergarten,
and next year will send the fourth.

“I think kindergarten s great for children. You really
shouldn’t ke:p the children home unless you can spend a lot
of your time with them. It's even difficult for parents who
don’t work to find enough time to teach children,” Mrs.
Warren said.

"Keeping children out of kindergarten could be a big
disadvantage for them. My 6-year-old went to kindergar-
ten and she aiready knows how to read. Had she not gone to
kindergarten, she would probably be behind the other
students. Most kids today have gone to nursery schools or
day-care centers so they are even advanced when they
enter kindergarten.”

Several parents who send their children to local all-day
kindergartens also had favorable comments about the
value of the program.

Penny Igleheart had two boys who attended half-day
kindergarten and now has two girls attending full-day
kindergarten at Tekoppel School. She believes the girls
have learned more in the full-day program.

"My girls are more advanced now than the boys were at
the same age. I think the all-day kindergarten has had a lot
to do with their progress. I know some people believe the 5-
year-olds can't pay attention for a whole day, but my
children really enjoy school all day. Kids have so much
energy and few seem to be bored,” Mrs. Igleheart said.

Recent visits to Evaisville’s newest all-day kindergar-
ten at Cedar Hall Schnol substantiated Mrs. Igleheart's
statements. Throughoit one morning, the students had
lessons in math and rcading. Few seemed bored. During
the afternoon, students spent time with more creative
subjects such as mwusic and art.

While learming activities were occurring, the students
obviously were having fun. Many seemed to ha-e a close
personal relationship with the teachers.

Cedar Hall kindergarten teachers Sharon Leviz and
Alice Huffman said they teach cognitive skills like reading
and math in the morning when the interest level of the
children is the highest. Music, art and physical education
are often taught in the afternoon when the children may
not have as long an attention span.

The teacherssaid the team teaching approach, in which
students move every 20 to 30 minutes from one teacher to
another, helps keep the students’ interest level high. They
added that the all-day program is better because it pro-
vides more time to teach subjects such as art and music.

But as Norma Kacen, executive director of the Evans-
ville Teachers Association, pointed out at last week's
school board meeting, some teachers and parents are not
sold on the all-day kindergarten idea.

Mary Cheany, a teacher of first grade a{ Cuiver School,
said: "I have mixed feelings about all-day kindergarten.
My own child attends a half-day program. I think there
could be benefits since teachers have more time to teach.
But I think we need to keep classes small and make sure we
aren't just baby-sitting kids.”

Local parents with children in half-day programs ques-
:]ioned whether most 5-year-olds are able toconcentrate all

ay.

“Ithink some children do need the extra time. But 1 also
think children need freedom for half a day and if possible
need to spend time with their parents. I once faught
kindcr%arten and I'm just not sure most children have the
maturity o be ready for a full day of school,” saij Pam

Busikill.

Evansville edacators Jack Humphrey and Wilma
Shafer, who specialize in early childhood education, agree
with parents inierviewed that kindergarten p:ograms still
are changing and need to expand.

“Today parents and educators are more aware that
children can and do learn in their early years. Twenty or 30
years ago most kinde.gartens didn’t spend much time
teaching cognitive skills,” said Mrs. Shafer, a professor of
education now retired from the University of Evansville.

“Now educators believe that kindergarten needs to
include cognitive skills. The fuli-day program enables
teachers to spend time on cognitive skills as well as social
and physical skills,” she said.

Humphrey and Mrs. Shafer stressed that cognitive
skills should not take over the kindergarten curricula.
Humphrey said skills such as physical coordination are
important in developing cognitive skills like being able to
read words from left to right.

Humphrey and Mrs. Shafer said full-day kindergarten
programs should grow, but parents should have the oppor-
tunity to send their children to half-day programs.

Humphrey, the director of elementary education for
the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corp., said the half-
day an¢ full-day programs try to accomplish the same
goals.

“Our balf-d1y kindergarten program is similar to kin-
dergartens throughout the country. Few all-day programs
exist. The time facwor is the main difference in the pro-
grams. We can better address all the needs of the children
in the full-day ptogram,” Humphrey said.

The Sunday Courier and Press
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Kindergarten

to run dll day
at all schools

By Patricia Swanson
Staff reporter

The Evansville-Vanderburgh
school board, in a series of split
votes, decided fairness demands
that all 20 elementary schools
have .all-day ¥inderearten next
year.

However, by a 4-3 final vote,.
the board decided that each of the
10 middle schools will have aiffer-
ent programs next year.

The board also raissd the pos-
sibility of an extra fee — more
than $17 a weck — for the kinder-
garten. If offered in all 20 schools,
the program would cost about
$1.14 million more than half-day
programs. Board members said
the fce could hielp offsct the extra
cost. The state ¢es not pay for
all-day programs.

State law forbids public
schools from charging - tuition.
However, they can charge fees.

Some of the most hecatcd dis-
cussion at last night's threc-hour
meeting concerncd the middle
school programs.

Three of the middle schools —
Evais, Thompkins and Plaza
Park — will receive a bonus of
two additional tcachers and $2
more per pupil that can be used
for whatever the school desires.
The board decided to give the
three schools the bonus based on
proposals the schools made fo
offer elective courses next year.
The programs in the three schools
will cost $153,154.

The other seven still have the
option of coming up with “cre-
ative, flexible” programs, espe-
cially in the electives area, with-
out spending any more raoney or
asking for more staff. Costs of the
program at the three schools will
be $153,154.

Board member John Drem
questioncd “letting every middle
school go its own way in pro-
grams.”

Board meniber Elaine Amer-
son agreed, but said it was unfair
to deprive some students of extra

programs — particulsrly elec-
tives — just becausc everyone
can’t have them. Others, however,
said promoters of middle schools
two years ago said they were nec-
essary to eluninate the wide dif-
ferences in eleétives programs
available atkindergarten through
eighth-grade schools.

The vote on the middle schools
first was split with Amerson, Ron
Goebel and Mimi Nicholson vot-
ing for the plan and Gary Smith,
Bob Padgett and Deem-oppouing
it. Lonie Freeman had originally
passed but to break the tie, he
swilched his pass to a yes vote, so
the measure passed — angering
teachersand confusing the middle
school study commuttee that had
reccommended climinating the
clectives perlod for next year..

The board last month adopted

that recommendation and then
asked middle scho»l principals to
develop ways of putting clectives
back.
“I'm confused as to what the
committee’s function is now,”
said Naucy McCutchan, president
of the Evansville Council of PTAs
and head of the committee.

Teachers complained that the
threc schools will have extra staff
while the other seven middle
schools won't have enough people
to have the special in-school sus-
pension program for disruptive
students, another ‘recommenda-
tion of the committee.

All-day kindergarten also
passcd with a split vote. At first
the board suggested adding it to
only four of the six schools that
don’t have the prograrn — Scott,
Vogel, Daniel Wertz and Dexter.
One woman in the audicnce said
Dexter didn't want it it was
removed. Another member of the
audience said Dexter did want it.
1t was put back.

In a scries of votes, Decm,
Nicholson and Padgett -voted
against including Dexter. Then,
on offering it at the four schools,
Padgett and Goebel voted no with
Nicholson abstaining.

The Evansville Press
June 3, 1986
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Editorials

All-day kindergarten

The Evansville-Vanderburgh School Board appears to be
working at cross purposes.

The board, motivated by what som:z members call fair-
ness, voted this w cek to expand all-day kindergarten to each
of the district’s 20 elementary schools.

Now, however, the board has the problem of paying for
the expanded service, faced as it is with a .rojected deficit of
$3 million even before the all-day kindergarten proposal. One
proposal which would be eruelly unfair would be to assess
parents wishing to send their child to all-day kindergarten
from $15 to $20 per week.

At $60 to $80 a month, all-day kindergarten would be a
privilege to some while excluding many other moderate and
low-income families whose children might similarly benefit
from the experience, Houscholds where both parents work
might find it cheaper than hiring full-time babysitters, but
all-day kinder garten must be more than a babysitting service
to be justified.

The state currently funds only half-day kindergarten,
even though the benefits of full-day programs have bcen
documented. The Indiana General Assembly next year is
expected to be asked to fund all-day kindergarten.

The best advice to a school board committed to all-day
kindergarten is ta take its case to Indianapolis, wiere school
pursestrings are controlled.

To permit the general fund deficit to mount wili only be
unfair to other progr2ms which will nave to be cut or
eliminated at some future date to balance accounts. And to
levy a fee against parents for all-day kindergarten will only
be unfair to the many families who cannot afford public
education on those costly private terms.

Besides being unfair, such a proposal — all-day kinder-
garten for those who can afford it — might also be discrimi-
natory, and if the school board doesn’t dismantie it, a court of
law likely will.

The Evansvilile Press
June 5, 1943
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Kindergarten enroliment increases 4 percent

By Herb Marynell
Statf raoortet,

Kindergarten enrollment in the
Evansville-Vanderburgh school sys-
tem is up about 4 percent, topping
increases in all grade levels at a time
when an enrollment decrease was pro-
jected and more than $2 million still
has to be cut from this year’s budeet.

Preliminary enrotiment figures,
taken from Friday’s attendance, show
22,708 students, up 218 over last
year’s enro:lment of 22,490 and 316
higher than what school officials had
projected for this year.

What is compounding the problem
isthat larger thanusual classsizes are
being reported in areas where stu-
dents need the most individual atten-
tion, such as kindergarten, basic
mathematics and social studies class-
es in high schools and advanced read-
ing classes in middle school, said Nor-
ma Kacen, executive director of the
Evansville Teachers Association.

Kacen szaid increased enrollment

986T ‘ST 1aquaidas
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“is not a flash in the pan" and school
officials must come up with a long-
range plan to solve the problem.

School Board President John
Deem said the necessity for a lung-
range plan is there and he will push
“tremendously hard for that” during
this school year.

School officials hdd projected a
drop of about 165 students at the high
school level this year, but instead en-
rollment is up 38 overlast year’s total.
Preliminary enrollment for high
schools is 6,980, compared to 6,942
last year. School officials had pro-
jected enrollment of 6,778 this year.

Preliminary figures show enroll-
ment decreased by 25 at Bosse and 22
at Central but increased by 26 at Har-
rison, 30 at North and 29 at Reitz.
Harrison remains the largest high
school with 1,592 students.

Kindergarten, which drew the
most vocal complaints last week from
parents about class sizes that reach
more than 40 in one school, has in-
creased from 1,860 to 1,932 students

this year, according to the prelimi-
nary figures.

Elementary schools also are up by
104 students, from 13,067 to 13,171
with much of that increase in the first
grade level, the preliminary figures
show.

Special education classes in the
elententary level are up from 621 to
625.

Robert Morgan, assistant superin-
tendent, said officials are double-
checking the enrollment figures and
some slight changes may resuit. A
complete report on cnrollment at
eachk.school is to be ready later this
wee!

Schooi officials are not ableimme-
diately to explain the enrollment in-
creases. The growth in kindergarten
was attributed to the fact that this is
the first year all-day kindergarten has
been offered at all elementary
schools, coupled with expansion of the
before- and after-school day care pro-
gram at more elementary schools.

Although the school budget for this

year is based on a decrease in enroll-
ment, more than $2 million still has to
be trimmed. That may be even more
difficult now inlight of the enroliment
increase.

Morgan said the situation “may
not be as bac. as they (parents) think it
is.” He said some adjustments can be
made but admitted school officials
‘““are not going to solve all the prob-
lems they (parents) visualize.” He
said seven additional teachers, hired
because of the enrollment increase,
started work today in grades one
through five.

The problem of more than 40 stu-
dents in two of the three kindergarten
classes at Caze elementary school last
week was eased by switching rooms
and reassigning students to keep class
size at 40 or less. The school system
policy calls for one teacher ard one
aide forupto 40kindergartenstudents
before another teacher is to bz hired.

The preliminary tigures were to be
presented to the school board prior to
the board meeting later today.
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Kindergarten Program

The following statement written by Evansville kindergarten teachers
reflects their position concerning the full-day kindergarten program.

Today's kindergarteners, with their diverse
abilities and experiences, need a2 program to focus
on the overlapping basic skills. The full-day
kindergarten program allows for an in-depth explo-
ration of skills in the areas of social, emotional,
physical, affective, and cognitive development., It
allows children the opportunity to develop responsi-
bility for themselves and their actions.

Children have varied maturational levels and
experiential backgrounds; therefore, it is the
responsibility of the kindergarten teacher to deter-
mine each child's state of development and guide
his/her progress accordingly.

We further believe

. That to give a child a good kindergarten
experience is to give him/her an excellent
start on the road to a satisfying and pro-
ductive total school life.

. That kindergarten is not just a prepara-
tion for first grade, but that it occupies
its own unique position in the child's
school experiences,

. That the fostering or building of a child’'s
self-concept needs attention at an early
age. A feeling of worth and belonging
developed in early childhood makes for
security in coping with the problems he/
she encounters.

. That the kindergarten child should be pro-
vided with many and varied experiences.
Exposure without pressure must be ever
present in the atmosphere of the kinder-
garten room. The full-day program allows
flexibility and minimizes pressure caused
by lack of time.

. That the child who leaves kindergarten
happily anticipating the next step in the
learning process has had a good experience.

)
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The sum of these experiences will enable the child
to live and work happily and purposefully with others.
He/she will begin to understand the world about himself/
herself and continue to develop as a worthy and useful
human being.

The purpose of the full-day kindergarten program was the same as
the half-day program. Both programs were designed tc help children
grow in cognitive, psychomotor, affective, and linguistic skills. The
cognitive and psychomotor skills were taught by direct instruction, for
example, by teaching letters of the alphabet using a workbook; the
affective and linguistic skills were taught by informal instruction, for
example, in interest centers such as a playhouse or in show-and-tell sit-
uations. The difference in full-day and half-day programs was the time
involved. 1In the full-day program there was more time for elaboration
as each skill was developed. Further, as children succeeded in mastering
skills, the additional time allowed students to move forward toward more
formal instruction.

The teachers designed their daily schedule according to the needs
of their children and the personnel available to them in their building.
Some schools were able to schedule specialized teachers to teach full-day
kindergarten children art, music, and physical education.

An array of kindergarten materials published by Ginn, Houghton
Mifflin, and The Economy Company was utilized in the full-day kinder-
garten program along with various other supplementary instructional aids.

Two classroom schedules used dursing the pilot program follow.

Classroom Schedule I

8:15 - Children work quietly at tables or read while aide collects lunch
money and takes attendance

8:30 - Opening Exercises: Good Morning Song
Pledge of Allegiance
Calendar
Temperature - Weather
8:55 - Physical Education

9:30 - Restroom and Drinks

9:40

Grouping - Group I - Reading Readiness
Phonics
Initial Handwriting Instruction

Group II - Visual Motor Skills
Readiness Skills
Handwriting Reinforcement

Group III - Language Development (Peabody and DUSO)




10:05 - Groups Alternate - Group II
Group I[TI
Group I

10:30 - Groups Alternate - Croup III
Group I
Group II

10:55 - Preparation for Lunch

11:00 - Lunch

11:20 - Rest

11:30 ~ Noon Recess

~2:00 - Restroom and Drinks

12:05 - Stories - Sharing (communication skills)

".2:30 - Mathematics or Language Program - Full group instruction
Full utilization of aides for lesson

12:55 - Music or Morsement Exploration

1:15 - Social Studies or Science - Librar

1:30 - Free Choice - using materials at centers
1:50 - Art

2:25 - Review of Day's Events

2:35 - Dismissal

Classroom Schedule I1

8:30 ~ Children do seat work while lunch money
is collected and attendance is taken.

8:45 - Opening Exercises: Good Morning Song
Pledge of Allegiance

Calendar
Temperature - Weather

9:00 - Restroom and Drinks
9:10 - Grouping - Group I - Readiness
Language Development

initial Handwriting Instruction

Group II - Peabody and DUSO
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9:30 - Groups Alternate

Group II
Group I

9:50 - Free Choice
10:10 ~ Team Teaching - Students switch rooms and teacher teaches math to
other kindergarten class; the teacher's class receives
reading readiness instruction from the other kin-
dergarten teacher.
10:45 - Preparation for Lunch
10:50 - Lunch
11:20 - Recess
11:50 - Rerurn to Classrocm, Attendance
12:00 - Story and Conversation
12:15 - Mathematics
12:35 - Restroom and Driaks
12:45 - Social Studies, Health, or Science
1:05 - Art
1:40 - Fhysical kducetion, Story, or Game
2:15 - Snack
2:30 - Music
2:40 - Papers Distributed
2:50 - Coats On, Good-bye Song
2:55 ~ Dismissal
In addition to the possible readiness skills and concepts mastered
in a half-day program, the increased length of time of the full-day
program enabled the school staff to capitalize on many classroom in-
structional possibilities for reinforcement. Additionally, an in-depth
curriculum for further exploration and enrichment beyond the realm of

rcadiness w’ .. a major goal.

The curriculum was based on the following skills and concepts:
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Language Development

I. Speaking Skills

. Labeling

. Expanding Vocabulary

. Discussing Events

. Descriving Details

. Speaking in Complete Sentences

mooOwk

II. Self-Expression

A. Expressing Thoughts and Feelings
B. Dramatizing

C. Relating Experiences

D. Communicating with Others

T1I. Comprehensicn and Thinking

Comparing

Classifying

Sequencing

Interpreting

Predicting Qutcomes

Drawing Conclusions

Distinguishing between Fantasy and Reality
Understanding Cause and Effect

o o
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IV. Reading Mechanics and Interest

. Top-to-Bottom Progression
. Left-to-Right Progression
. Reading Interest
. Letter--Symbol Recognition
. Word Recognition

MO 0w

Social and Emoiional Development

I. Social Development

A. Body Identification -~ name and locate body parts

B. Peer Interaction - relating to other pupils

C. Self-Information - name, address, telephone number

D. Achievement and Interest Needs ~ participation and effort

E. Cooperation ~ sharing, relating to others

F. Independence and Responsibility -~ work independently and
cooperatively




II. Emotional Development

Attention Span - selective thought, concentration
Positive Self-Concept ~ personal worth, confidence
Moods and Feelings Awareness - recognize, understand,
express

Appropriate Attitudes and Values - consideration, humor,
self-discipline

Creativity -~ elaborate and original production, fiexibility,
reinterpreting

Stamir. and Curiosity - healthy energy a~d endurance
Music Awarene.s - appreciation and expression

Art Awareness - anpreciation and expression

Psychomotor Development

I. Gross Motor Development

A.
B.
c.
D.

Crawl

Run, Gallop

Jump, Hop, Skip

Thirow and Coordination

II. Fine Motor Development

A.
B.

Small-Muscle Coordination
Eye~-Hand Coordination

III. Sensory Development

A.
B.

c.
D.

E.

Spatial Awareress
Balance and Rhythm

Follows Directicns
Kinesthetic and Tactile Recognition

Left and Right Orientation

IV. Perceptual-Motor Development

A.
B.
c.
D.
E.
F.
G.
H.

Auditory Discrimination
Visual Discrimination
Auditory Memory

Visual Memory
Sound-Symbol Recognition
Visual Figure-Ground
Color Recognition
Sensory Awareness
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Conceptual Development
I. Mathematics Principles

. Measurement (liquid and dry cup)-size, volume, money, time
. Shapes - recognize, compare

. Classification -~ match, sort

. Sets - match, join, separate

. Patterns - duplicate, extend

. Numbers and Numerals - recognize, sequence

MmO O W >

II. Science Principles

Science Tools
Nutrition

Safety

Weather

Health and Hygiene
Plants

Animals

Seasons

Senses

. . .

.

. . .
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ITI. Social Studies Principles

Family-Community Relationships
Carecer Awareness

Environmental Relationships
Group Living

Awareness of Other Cultures
Citizenship and Patriotism

Important Times and People
Economic Principles

. . . . .
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CHAPTER 11

METHOD

The purpose of the study was to determine whether or not the students
who completed full-day, every-day kindergarten in 1979 and/or 1980 exhibited
any long-term penefits. Data were collected from standardized tests, report
cards, school records, questionnaires, and interviews to test the nuli hypoth-
esis that there was no difference in children who attended the 1978-1979 and
1979-1980 full-day and half-day programs. Thus, the scudy was based on the
expectation that children who attended the 1978-1979 and/or 1979-1980 full-
day, every-day kindergarten would

1. H#Have kindergarten, first, second, and third grade teachers
with positive attitudes about full-day kindergarten.

2. Have parents with positive attitudes about full-day
kindergarten.

3. Have positive attitudes about full-day kindergarten.
Further, when compared with students who attended half-day kindergarten in
1978-1979 and/or 1979-1980, the children who attended the full-day kinder-
garten would be expected to

4. Have a higher rate of attendance.

5. Have more positive attitudes toward school, as measured
by the Survey of School Attitudes.

6. Achieve higher conduct marks on report cards.
7. Have a lower rate of nonpromotion.

8. Display a tigher self-concept, as measured by the Piers-
Harris Chilaren's Self-Concept Scale.

9. Achieve higher scores on the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts
(compared to a norm group).

10. Achieve higher readiness scores, as measured by the California
Achievement Tests.

11. Achieve higher handwriting ratings, as measured by the
Evaluation Scale--Cursive.

12. Achieve higher reading scores, as measured by the Gates-
MacGinitie Reading Tests.

13. Achieve higher academic scores, as measured by the
Comprehensive Tesis of Basic Skills.

14. Have a higher rate of participation in extracurricular
activities.




15. Achieve higher academic marks on report cards.

Finally, parents who have the choice of half- or full-day public school
kindergarten, nonpublic schoocl kindergarten, or no kindergarten, inasmuch
as kindergarten attendance is not required in Indiarna, would

16. Choose to enroll children in the full-day program.

17. Have a higher percentage of their children attend public
school kindergarten.

Experimental and Control Groups

The experimental group was automatically determined by full-day kinder-
garten students who atrended the four pilot schools: Glenwood, Stockwell,
Tekoppel, and Thompkins. The control group was selected by using a randum
sampling of half-day kindergarten students from four schools that continued
the half-day kindergarten sessions.

In order to have the same socioeconomic backgrounds represented in the
full-day kindergarten results and in the half-day kindergarten results, the
random sampling of half-day kirdergarten students for the control group was
selected from schools that matched the socioeconcmic areas of the four
full-day pilot schools. Care was also tiken to obtain results from both
morning and afternoon half-day kindergarten sessions. There were 187 chil-
dren enrolled in full-day kindergarten in the four experimental schools
in June 1979 and 223 enrolled in the same four schools in June 1980.

There were 223 half-day kindergarten students enrolled in Jure 1979 and
203 students enrolled in June 1980 in the four control schools. In this
study, only those children still enrolled in the same elementary school
at the time data were collected were included. At the middle school
level, grades six, seven, and eight, all children enrolled in ary of the
ten middle schools were included if they were members of the control

or experimental groups.

The fifth grade Cognitive Skills Index scores on the Test of Cognitive
Skills, as printed in Table III, show that the mean of the full-day students
was 102.14 and the mean of the half-day students was 99.37. The statistical
t-test shows that the mean scores of the two groups were not significantly
different. The mean of the seventh grade full-day students was 103.09, and
the mean of the half-day students was 102.47. The statistical t-test shows
that the mean scorzs of the two groups were not significantly different.
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TABLE 111
GRADES FIVE AND SEVEN COGNITIVE SKILLS INDEX
SCORES ON
TEST OF COGNITIVE SKILLS

_ R
Full-Day Half~Day
Grade N Meun S.D. N Mean S.D. t D
5 105 102.14 14.91 103 99.37 12.54 1.45 N.S.
7 92 103.09 15.45 107 102.47 11.88 0.31 N.S.

Evaluation Instruments and Data Collection

A description of each source of information utilized in the study
follows in this chapter.

Full-Day Xindergarten Teacher Opinionnaire

The expertise and insight that can only be given by kindergarten
teachers whe have taught in both full-day and half-day kindergartens were
solicited by developing a kindergarten teacher opinionnaire (Reference 11).

Interview - Full-Day Kindergarten Teachers

Full-day kindergarten teachers were interviewed as to the advantages
and disadvantages of the full~day kindergarten program. Their direct
comments have been included in Chapter III.

Kindergarten Opinionnaire - First Grade Teachers

An opinionnaire was created to obtain opinions of first grade teachers
who had received the 1978-1979 full-day kindergarten children (Reference 11).

Teacher Opinionnairc - Primary

Kindergarten teachers developed a Full-Day Kindergarten Opinionnaire
for primary grade teachers (Reference 8). The opinionnaire was given to the
irst, second and third grade teacher of the four experimental schools
during the fall of 1982. The purpose of the opinionnaire was to determine
the attitudes of teachers toward the full-day program. For reference pur-
poses, a list of children who had attended the full-day kindergarten was
provided to each teacher.
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Parent Questionnaire

A Parent Questionnaire was developed by a team of kindergarten teachers
and mailed to all parents of children who had completed the full-day kinder-
garten program in either 1979 or 1980 2nd were still enroiled in the same
school (Reference 8). The purpose of the questionnaire was to determine the
attitudes that parents of the full-day kindergarten children had about the
program after their children had completed either second or third grade. The
questionnaire included items about social skills, academic achievement, and
learning skills and asked the parents to express their feelings about and
preferences for the full-day program. Comments from parents were solicited
as the last part of the questionnaire mailed during the fall of 1982.

Attendance Records

Attendance information was received from kindergarten teachers for
comparison at the kindergarten level and f om the Data Processing Center
of the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation for the middle school years.

Student Questionnaire

A Student Questionnaire to be given only to full-day kindergarten stu-
dents to determine their attitudes about full-day kindergarten was developed
by a team of kindergarten teachers (Reference 8). Three or four stations were
set up in the kindergarten room of each experimental school, and third aad
fourth grade children were brought to the room. The evaluators read each
question to individual students and recorded answers of yes or no with the
exception of one item. The questionnaire was administered in the fall of 1982.

Survey of School Attitudes

The Survey of School Attitudes, Primary Level, Form A, was given to
all children in the third grade who had bzen in the original experimental
and control groups. -The Survey of School Attitudes, Intermediate Level,
Form A, was given to all fourth grade children who had been in the original
experimental and control groups. Both of these grade levels were tested
in the fall of 1982.

The Survey of School Attitudes is designed to measure student reactions
to reading and other language srcs, mathematics, science, and social studies.
The test includes 60 Likert-type items distributed equally across the four
curriculum areas. The student responds by marking a smiling, nzutral, or
frowning face which renresents like, not sure or don't care, and dislike,
respectively. The test format for third grade calls for students to mark
answers in the test booklet, and the fourth grade students record answers
on a separate sheet,

The author (Reference 6) reported that split-half and alpha reliabilities
with grades for the primary test ranged from .77 to .91 with a median of .85.
Alternate-form reliabilities ranged from .52 to .65. The results of the
intermediate test for the fourth grade showed that the split-half and alpha
reliabilities ranged from .82 to .90 and the alternate-form reliability,
.74 to .83.

35

59




Report Card Conduct Marks

Four times a year, each child in the primary grades is given conduct
marks on the Progress Report. The report lists eight areas under the
topic "Growth as an Individual." These areas are as follows: respects
authority, shows self-confidence, uses self-control, follows directions,
works independently, uses time wisely, uses materials wisely, and puts
forth best effort. Four other areas are marked under "Growth as a Member
of the Group." These four areas are works well with others, listens
attentivelv, obeys playground rules, and respects property of others. The
marks for all 12 areas are S (Satisfactory Progress), I (Improvement Shown),
and N (Needs Improvement) with S being high, I lower than S, and N the lowest
p0551ble mark.

Each child thus has four report card marks ir 12 conduct areas. These
48 marks are placed on a composite report at the end of the year, and
averages are determined for each of the 12 areas. These averages were
used to compare the experimental and control groups. The 1978-1979 groups
had conduct mark averages for the first, second, and third grades, and the
1979-1980 groups had conduct mark averages for the first and second grades.

Nonpromotion

Nonpromotion information was obtained from the Data Processing Center
of the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation. The children enrolled in
kindergarten in the four experimental and four control schools in June 1979
and June 1980 were compared to the third and fourth grade lists of children
who were still in the same school in June 1982 to determine those promoted
to a higher grade and thos=» nonpromoted for another year. Additional infor-
mation was obtained in 1988 for the full- and half-day students for the 1978-
1979 and 1979-1980 groups concerning promotion, nonpromotion, special educa-
tion, and withdrawal from the school system.

Piers-Harris Children’s Self-Concept Scale

In the fall of 1982, the Piers—Harris Children's Self-Concept Scale
was given to all third and fourth grade children who had been in the origi-
nal experimental and control groups. The test was designed for research uvn
the development of children's self-attitudes and the correlates of these
attitudes. The author (Reference 10) reported that the reliability coeffi-
cients ranged from .78 to .93 using the Kuder-Richardson Formula 21.

The test items were based on Jersild's list of categories (Reference 7)
about what children like 2nd dislike about themselves. The categories are as
follows: physical characteristics and appearance; clothing and grooming;
health and physical soundness; home and family; enjoyment and recreation;
ability in sports and play; ability in school and attitudes toward school;
intellectual abilities; special talents; just me and myself; and personality,
character, inner resources, and emotional tendencies.
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Task Observation Assessment

Using a short locally developed task observation assessment, a limited
indication of the psychomotor, affective, linguistic, and cognitive growth
was obtzined for comparison of full-day and half-day kindergarten students.

Four teachers who had worked with young children interviewed 40 full-
day kindergarten students, 20 morning half -day kindergarten students, and
20 afternoon half-day kindergarten students. Children were asked to
identify and locate items, explain how they would handle certain social
situations, react to an emotional situation, and perform certain physical
skills (Reference 11).

Boehm Test of Basic Concepts

The Boehm Test of Bs ic Concepts (Reference 1) is a test designed to
measure a child's mastery of concepts considered necessary for achievement
in the first years of school. This instrument assesses the child's knowl-
edge of frequently used basic concepts which are widely, but sometimes
mistakerily, assumed to be familiar to children when they eanter kindergarten.
The test is designed to aid in the detection and remediation of deficiencies.

This test was administered only to the 1979-1980 full-day kindergarten
students with test scores being compared to the middle socioeconomic norms
that were established for the Boehm Test. Form A was given by the kinder-
garten teachers in September of 1979 as a pretest, and Form B was given
as a posttest in April of 1980.

California Achievement Tests

The California Achievement Tests, used to measure cognitive growth, are
comprehensive information systems for educaiional evaluation (Reference 3).
The kindergarten subtests measure the achievement of kindergarten children in
prereading and mathematics skills. The prereading area consists of six
separate tests: Listening for Information, Letter Forms, Letter Names,
Letter Sounds, Visual Discrimination, and Sound Matching.

The tests were administered to the 1978~1979 experimental and control
groups during the same week in April of 1979 by the kindergarten teachers.
The same procedure was repeated in March of 1980 for the 1979-1980 kinder-
garten experimental and control groups.

Handwriting Evaluation Scale - Cursive

The Zaner-Bloser Evaluation Scale--Cursive (Reference 5) for the third
grade was used to evaluate the handwriting of the third grade children who
had been in the 1979-1980 experimental and control groups, and the Zaner-
Bloser Evaluation Scale--Cursive for the fourth grade was used to evaluate
the handwriting of the fourth grade children who had been in the 1978-1979
experimertal and control groups. The tests were administered in the fall of
1982.

The teacher wrote a sentence on ithe chalkboard, and the childrven prac-
ticed writinug the sentence one time on third or fourth grade paper which




was provided to teachers along with the directions. Then the children
wrote the sentence on the third or fourth grade paper using their best
haudwriting.

The Evaluation Scale--Cursive provides five examples of handwriting
of the sample sentence which are illustrations of excellent, good, average,
fair, and poor handwriting for grades three and four. It nas five areas
to be rated. These are letter formation, slant, spacing, alignment and
proportion, and line quality. The definition used for each of these terms
was that provided in The Language Arts in Childhood Education (Reference 2).

The test papers were rated by a university professor and two univer-
sity graduate students in education. Before scoring the handwriting samples,
they were trained to administer the Evaluation Scale--Cursive. In the
training session, the five areas were described. Then each evaluator inde-
pendently scored ten randomly chosen handwriting samples. After discussing
the ratings for each sample and arriving at a consensus on the score, the
evaluators were given one-third of the handwriting samples to score. The
evaluators received a randomly selected third of the handwriting samples
from each of the experimental and control schools for both third and fourth
grades.

Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests

The Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests, Primary A, were used to collect
follow-up data on the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups. This
data was utilized to determine if there were any differences in the achieve-
ment levels during the first grade between full-day and half-day kinder-
garten students. The test consists of two parts. The Vocabulary Test indi-
cates a child's ability to recognize or analyze isolated words, and the
Comprehensicn Test measures a child's ability to read and understand whole
sentences and paragraphs.

The Cates-MacGinitie Reading Tests were administered to all first grade
students in the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation during the same
week in April of 1980. From these tests, results for the 1978-1979 exper-
imental and control groups were compiled.

The children who finished kindergarten in the spring of 1930 were
given the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests, Level B, Form 2, in the spring
of 1982 when these children were in the second grade. The children who
finished kindergarten in the spring of 1979 were given Level C, Form 1, of
the same tests in the spring of 1982 when they were in the third grade.
The results were taken from tests administered to all second and third
grade children in the school system as a part of the Chapter I reading pro-
gram and the district's regular reading program. The hand-scored edition
of the tests was used in the second and third grades, and the children
marked their answers in the test booklets.

Levels B and C include a vocabulary test and a comprehension test.
The vocabulary test has 45 items consisting of a test word followed by
four words or phrases, and the student's task is to choose the word or
phrase that matches the test word. The comprehension test has 44 questions.




There are two questions for each of the 22 different passages. The Level B
test has 80 percent literal questions and 20 percent inferential questions,
and the Level C test has 65 percent literal questions and 35 percent infer-
ential questions.

The author (Reference 8) reported Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 reli-
ability coefficients as follows: Level B, Form 2, vocabulary .93 and
comprehension .92; and Level C, Form 2, vocabulary .94 and comprehension .93.

Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills

The Comprehensive Tests of Basic fkills (Reference 3), Form U, Levels
E, G, and H, Complete Battery, 1981 edition, were given to all Evansville-
Vanderburgh School Corporation third, fifth, and seventh grade students in
the spring of 1982, 1984, and 1986, and results were obtained for the
children in the 1978-1979 experimental and control.groups.

The Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills provides information in the
following areas: word attack, vocabulary, comprehension, and total reading;
spelling, mechanics, expression, and total language; computation, conclusions
and applications, and total mathematics; total battery; science; and social
studies.

The Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills reading content includes various
word attack skills. The vocabulary items measure categorization, same-
meaning words, words in context, multimeaning words, and word affixes. The
compreh?nsion items measure skills in understanding sentence meaning,
passage details, character analysis, main ideas, generalization, written
forms, and author techniques.

The spelling items measure application of rules for consonants, vowels,
and various structural forms.

Capitaiization and punctuation skills are a part of the language
mechanics section. Language expression measures ability in use of parts
of speech, formation and organization of sentences, writing for clarity,
and application of various writing styles.

The mathematics computation items measure addition, subtraction,
multiplication, and division. The application of mathematics is measured
witn items in numeration, number sentences, number theory, problem solving,
measurement, and geometry.

The science section has content from the physical and life sciences
and includes botany, zoology, physics, chamistry, and ecology. Skills
are measured in the understarzing of scientific principles and phenomena
and the ability to classify, quantify, and interpret data.

Social studies content includes geography, economics, history, politi-
cal science, and sociology. Visual stimuli are used to permit the testing
of social studies concepts independent of reading skills.
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The Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 reliability coefficients for the
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills are as follows: Test 1, Reading Word
Attack, 0.9607; Test 2, Reading Vocabulary, 0.9775; Tast 3, Reading Compre-
hension, 0.9729; Test 4, Spelling, 0.9678; Test °, Language Mechanics,
0.9537; Test 6, Language Expression, 0.9594; Test 7, Mathematics Computation,
0.9621; Test 8, Mathematics Conclusions and Applications- 0.9625; Test 9,
Science, 0.9424; and Test 10, Social Studies, 0.9640.

Extracurricular Activities

The participation of experimental and control group s udents in middle
school extracurricular activities was obtained from middle schools and
involved the Academic Academy, athletics, and other activities.

The Acadewic Academy is an after-schcol program that provides oppor-
tunities for students to participate in choir, drama, forensics, and special
activities involving computers, mathematics, and science.

The following athle'!~ teams are available for middle school students:
cub and flag football, v-* 2ybzll, basketball, and track. Other activities
include band, cheerleading, choir, r.che.tra, pompon squad, student
council, library aide, and safetv pati-

Report Card Academic Marks

Children receive Progress Reports (report cards) four times each
year in grades one to three. ‘he marks children receive in school subject
achievement are § (Satisfactory Progres.), I (Improvement S wn), and N
(Needs Lmr -ovement) with S being high, I lower than S, and . the lowest
possible mark. M.c 5 are given in the first grade in mathematics, reading,
and handwriting. <Children in the second grade receive marks in mathematics,
reading, handwriting, and spelling. In the third grade, marks are riven in
mathematics, r iding, handwriting, spelling, English, social studies,
science, art, .ad music.

At t.. end cf each year, the feur report card marks are recorded on a
compooite report along with an average of the marks. This average was used
co compare the experimental and control groups. The 1978-1979 groups had
progress report averages for first, second, and third grades, and the 1979-

1580 groups had progress report averages for the first and second grades.

Middle school students receive progress reports four times each year.
The reports are printed in the Data Processing Center and grade point
averages are computed with A = 4.0, B= 3.0, C=2.0, D=1.0, and ¥ = 0.0.
Students with a 4.0 average achieve the Distinguished Scholarship rating,
students with 3.50 to 2.99 achieve the Scholarship A rating, and students
with 3.00 to 3.49 achieve the Scholarship rating.

Data Analysis

The results from the Student Questionnaire, Parent Questionnaire, and
Teacher Opinionnaire were tabulated aad summarized.



The sta.istical t-test was used on the data coliected from the
California Achievement Tests, Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, Piers-Harris
Children's Self-Concept Scale, Survey of School Attitudes, Evaluation

Scale~--Cursive, Gates—-MacGinitie Reading Tests, and Comprehensive Tests
of Basic Skills.,

The full-day kindergarten and the first grade ceacher cpinionnaires
were analyzed by employing the Likert Method. The parent questionnaires

were evaluated by ccmparing the percentages of responses of full-day and
half-day kindergarten parents.

The chi-square test of independence was used on the data collected
from attendance records, task observation assessments, report card aca-

demic grades, report card conduct marks, nonpromotion information, and
extracurricular participation figures.

41

&1
(o8}




10.

11.

References

Boehm, Ann E. Boehm Test of Basic Concepts. San Antonio: The
Psychological Corporation, 1970.

Burns, Paul C., and Broman, Betty L. The Language Arts in Childhood

Education. Bosion: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1979.

California Achievement Tests. Monterey: CTB/McGraw-Hill, 1970.

Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills. Monterey: CTB/McGraw-Hill, 1981.

Evaluatior Scale-~~Cursive, Grades 3 and 4. Columbus: Zaner-Bloser,
1979.

Hogan, Thomas P. Survey of School Attitudes, Manual for Administering
and Interpreting. New York: FEarcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, Inc., 1975.

Jersild, Arthur T. In Search of Self: An Exploration of the School
in Promoting Self-Understanding. New York: Teachers College,
Columbia University, Bureau of Publications, 19Y52.

A Longitudinal Study of the Effectiveness of Full-Day Kindergarten.

Evansville, Ind.: Ev ‘'sille-Vanderburgh School Corporation, 1983,
103 pp.

MacGinitie, Walter .. Teacher's Manual for Gates-MacGinitie Reading

Tests, Second Edition. Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1978.

Piers, Ellen V. Manual for the Piers-Harris Children's Self-Concept

Scale. Nashville: Counselor Recordings and Tests, 1969.

A Study of the Effectiveness of Full-Day Kindergarten.

Evansville, Ind.: E\.nsville-Vanderburgh School Corporation, 1980,
106 pp.

42




CHAPTER III

ANALYSIS OF RESULTS

All data that were collected, compiled, and analyzed to lay the foun-
dation to accept or reject the null hypothesis are presented in this chapter.
The information from each evaluation instrmment and statistical procedure
is presented.

Opinions of Teachers and Parents
Kindergarten and First Grade Teacher Opinionnaires

Two opinionnaires were created in 1980 to obtain teacher opinions
toward full-day kindergarten. One was developed for full-day kindergarten
teachers and the other for first grade teachers who had received full-day
kindergarten students. A copy of both opinionnaires with the teachers'
op.nions follows the results. The Likert Method and Scale was used in
developing and analyzing the results. This involved creating a list of
positive and negative comnents with regard to full-day kindergarten. After
each comment every teacher had a choice of five responses: strongly agree,
agree, undecided, disagree, and strongly disagree. To formulate these
opinions into one mathematical total that represented the majority opinion,
numerical values of 1-5 were assigned to each response. On a positive
statement a strongly agree was worth five points and a strongly disagree
was worth one point. On negative comments the scale was reversed with a
strongly disagree worth five points and a strongly agree worth one point.
Thus, the higher the numerical score, the higher the opinion of full-day
kindergarten. After the numerical score for each question had been tallied,
the total for each of the two opinionnaire. was determined. Tc rrovide a
scale on which to base the results, the highest possible score and the
lowest possible score were calculated. In addition, the neutral score
(the total that would have been generated by every teacher marking every
question undecided) was also calculated. The results follow:

Full-Day Kinder_arten Teacher Opinionnaire

N=35

Most favorable response possible 3r-
A neutral attitude 195
Most unfavorable attitude 65
Actual score 254

First Grade Teacher Opirionnaire

N=29

Most favorable response vnossible 630
A neutral attitude 378
Most unfavorable attitude 126
Actual score 377




KINDERGARTEN OPINIONNAIRE

FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN TEACHERS

The following statements represeat opinions, and your agreement
or disagreement will be determined on the basis of your particular

convictions. Please check your position on the scale for each state-
ment.

a. I strongly agree

b. I agzree

¢. I am undecided

d. I disagree

e. I strongly disagree
L. 1 do not like the concept of full-day

10.

kindergarten.

If my classroom size is 40 or below, I would
rather teach in a full-day kindergarten
classroom than in a half-day kindergarten
classroom.

If the classroom size is 50, I would prefer
a half-day session with 25 in each session
rather than teach 50 in a full-day program.

Full-day kindergarten students become more
independent than half-day kindergarten
students.

Full-day kindergarten students had difficulty
handling the lunch hours.

Full-day kindergarten students retain more than
the half-day kindergarten students because
there is time to reinforce the concepts that
are taught.

The majority of my kindergarten students were
too tired in the afternoon to benefit from
instruction.

The immature kindergarten child has more diffi-
culties adjusting tc a full-day situation than
the mature kindergarten child.

Full-day kindergarten is better for the child
because the students can participate ir the
total school program.

Half-3ay kindergarten students are able to
master the same readiness skills as the full-
day kindergarten students.
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11.

12.

13.

14,

Full-day kindergarten students have more
opportunities to socializes with their peer
group.

Full-day kindergarten students have a better
knowledge of letter names and letter sounds
than half-day kindergarten students.

The attention span and listening skil.s of
half-day students “s better than full-day
students.

Full -day kindergarten should be continued
and expanded in the Evansville-Vanderburgh
School Corporation if classroom size is
realistic.




KINDERGARTEN OPINIONNAIRE - FIRST GRADE TEACHERS

The following statements represanr: opinions, and your agreement
or disagreement will be determined on the basis of your particular
convictions. Please check your position on the scale for each state-

ment,
a. I strongly agree
b. I agree
c. I am undecided
d. I disagree
e. I strongly disagree

1. I would rather have students enter my first grade
classroom with a full-day kindergarten experience
rather than a half-day kindergarten experience.

2. Half-day kindergarten students were better
prepared for first grade work habits than 11 21 41 2
full-day kindergarten students.

3. Full-day kindergarten students function more
independently than half-day kindergarten 4 5
students.

4. The children who have uattended full-day kinder-
garten have a better mastery of readiness
skills than thuse who have attended half-day
kindergarten. 115121

5. Half-day kindergarten students are more excited
about coming to .irst grade than full-day

kindergarten students. 3 113]2
6. Full-day kindergarten students seem to be 211
bored with first grade material. 114
7. Fulli-day kindergarten children seem to socialize
better within their peer group than half-day 3lil213

kindergarten siudents.

8. I do not see any difference in the abilities of
half-day kindergarten students and full-day s 13 1
kindergarten students.

9. I feel that a half-day kindergarten experience
is better for five and six-year-olds than a 11611 1
full-dav experience.
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1o0.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Full-day kindergarten students have a better
knowleuge of letter names and letter sounds
than half-day kindergarten students.

Fine motor skiils and handwriting readiness
is further developed in the full-day kinder-
garten student than in the half-day kinder-
garten student.

Full-day kindergarten students do not have
better gross motor coordination than half-
day kindergarten students.

Full-day kindergarten students can follow
directions better than half-day kinder-
garten students.

The atter..ion span of half-day kindergarten
students is longer than the attention span
of full-day kindergarten students.
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Results show that full-day kindergarten teachers have a favorable
attitude toward the full-day kindergarten concept and first grade
teachers remain undecided.

It sho 1d be noted that number 3 in the full-day kindergarten
opinionnaire was not included in the Likert Scale, as it expressed neither
positive nor negative feelings about full-day. However, this statement is
important to the study, and it is the only statement with which all five
full-day kindergarten teachers strongly agreed.

Full-Day Kindergarten Teacher Interviews

The following expert opinions formulated while teaching in a full-day
kindergarten program were obtained during personal interviews with the full-
day pilot teachers in Evansville. These opinions we-e expressed when asked,
"What are the advantages and disadvantages of a full-day kindergarten
program?"

Advantages

"In disadvantaged areas all children receive a good noon meal."

"Enlarged curriculum opportunities for a more in-depth study
in areas of social studies and science. There is also more
time for music and art."

"More time spent on readiness and concept development.”

"Children become more independent due to their experience in
the lunchroom."

"Children receive daily instruction in language arts, concept
development, and handwriting. 1In a half-day situation this is
not always possible.”

"Parents seem to approve whether they are working parents or
not."

"First grade teachers fcel that the children are well
prepared."”

"The biggest advantage of a full-day kinde.-garten is that I
have the afternoon to reinforce the skills and concepts that
i teach in the morning."

"I have more time to work with children con an individual
basis."

"I was amazed that my students didn't need a rest period
when school began in the fall."




"This is the first year since I began teaching that every child
in my room was able to name each letter and say its letter
sound. I 1 sure this can be attributed to the reinforcement
activities I was able to do in the afternoon.”

"If the classroom size is 40 cr under, the full-day program is
an excellent opportunity for young children. If +‘he classroom
size is larger than this, I don't feel it would be a feasible
situation."

"Full-day kindergarten provides more time for teaching and
reinforcing."

"My children were able to participate in music, art, and physi-
cal education, and this provided more opportunities for them to
develop their listening skills and learn how to follow directions."

"Full-day allowed my assistants and I more time to work with the
slower children."

"Full-day is a more relaxing situaticn. You do not feel so
rushed. If a morning project is not completed, there is .ime

in the afternoon to complete it."

"The full-day child has more adult and children relationships—-
i.e., more social contact."

"Full-day programs provide the time for those needing extended
readiness activities."

"The full-day program provides time for enrichment activities."

"Full-day children became more of a part o. the total school--
participating in all primary program activities."

"Full-day provides time to integrate more areas of the curric-
ulum than the half-day session affords--i.e., self-concept
lessons."

"The full-day child can walk to and from school with a brother
or sister or neighborhood children."

"I like the concept of a full-day kindergarten, but the number
of children involved must be realistic."

Disadvantages

"The disadvantage that I see to my full-day program is class-
room size. Inner city children need a great deal of individual
help and attention. If full-day kindergarten is continued or
expanded, I perconally feel that 30 students with one ac:zistant
would be more beneficial to inner city children than my present
enrollment of 40 students with one assistant."




"My classroom size is too large. I am not able to give personal
attention to each child every day. The quiet child ané the good
ch1ld often lose out."

"When full-day kindergarten children go to first grade, the range
of readiness is broadened even further."

"More work for the teacher in preparing lessons for an enU{;e day
rather than a half day."

"A few children seem to show signs of daily fatigue."

"There is an increase in work and planning for the work of the
aides."

Disadvantages of a Large Class

One teacher stipulated that these were disadvantages cnly if a full-
day kindergarten has over 40 students.

"There is a concentration of discipline problems when a group
is very large."

"A loss of incentive on the part of the teachers to do some
projects because of logistics--i.e., prepare a meal."

"The kindergarten room's physical facilities do uot comfort-
ably accommodate more tian 40 children."

"Bookkeeping is a mcuntainous task because five- and six-year-

olds do not know what the monies are for when they bring them in.
We have to educate the parent to label all envelopes."

"Logistics cause loss of teaching time when using the restroom
and when the class gets ready for lunch or physical education.”

Teacher Opinionnaire - Primary

After the children attended full-day kindergarten through the
primary grades, the 25 primary teachers in the four full-day experimental
schools completed the Teacher Opinionnaire. Nine of the teachers were
from grade one, eight from grade two, and eight from grade three. The
opinionnaire contained 16 statements z2bout full-day kindergarten to which
the teachers could respond in agreement or disagreement or indicate that
they were undecided about the statements.

Table IV contains the results of the Teacher Opinionnaire. The
table reports the yes, no, and undecided marks and percentages of those
marks for the teachers from grade one, grade two, and grade three and the
total for all three grades.

Sixty-eight percent of the primary teachers indicated that it would

be beneficial fo all students to have a full-day kindergarten experience.
Sixteen percent did not agree, and 16 percent were undecided.
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TABLE 1V
TEACHER OPINIONS OF
FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN

———
Crade 1 Teachoers Grade 2 Teschers (.rade J Tesachers Totsl
tinde~ Unde- Unde~ Unde-
Statement N] Yes No fded N| Yea § No ]cided N Yes | Mo |cided Yes l Ho jcided
( 2 Je 2§f 2 f Z7f 2sf X { 2 1f 20 2 £ 1 ;0 % §f 2

1. Tt would be benefficial to hsve sll
@y students enter sy clessroom
having hed 8 full-dsy kindergarten
experlence rasther thsn s hslf-dsy
kindergarten experience. 9i8 89| 1 110 O 8[4 5011 133 138 8|5 63]2 25j1 13 j2°]17 68|4 16{4 16

2. The students wvho sttended full-day
kindergarten have better work
hsbits than hslf-day kindcrgsrten
students. 9i6 6211 11}2 22 8]4 5012 7512 25 8)5 6312 2511 13 J25]15 60{5 20§35 20

3. The students wvho sttended (nll-dsy
kindergzrten function more Inde-
pendently than hslf-dsy kinder-
garten students. 917 81 11§ 111 8l4 5012 25i2 25 B85S 6314 1312 25 |25116 64}4 1613 20

4. The children wvho hsve sttended
full-dsy kindergarten have better
mastery of skills than those vho

hsve sttended hslf-dsy kinder-
garten. 91?7 1810 02 22 8|3 38f2 253 138 35 6312 2511 13 125]15 60j4 16{6 24

5. Students vho sttendcd full-day
kindergsrten s » mure excited
about coming to school thsn hslf-
dav kindergarten students. 913 33{3 33} 333 8]1 1342 25!5 63 B3 38j2 25|3 38 (25]7 28|7 28|11 44

6. Students who attended full-day

klndergarten seem to be bored
vith school. 9j1 11]8 89 00 8f1 13 |6 75|1 13 8j0 0 {7 88]1 13 {25]2 8 |21 84j2 8

7. Children who attended tull-dsy
kindergarten seew to socfsllze
better within their peer roup

than hslf-dsy kindergarten
atudents. 9|6 442 22] 333 Ri2 25 {2 25|4 SO 915 56{2 22§2 22 |26{11 &2{6 23}9" 35

8. There sre no spparent differ~
enees in the shilitles of
children vho sttended full-dsy

kindergerten versus hslf-day
kindergarten. 93 33§54 44| 2 22 71343 ,2 29]2 29 813 38]3 38f2 25 124]9 23I8|9 38i6 25

9. As s result of the full-day
kindergsrten, the students hsve
been exposed to more in-depth

basic skills programs. 9i8 890 041 12 88 (1 13j0 O 8l6 7510 0 §2 25 |25]21 841 413 12

<
~

10. The children who atterded full-
day kindcrgarten have s better
knovliedge of phonics and reading

akills than hslf{-day kinder-
Rarten studentr. 919 1000 00 O 8338312 253 38 84S 63|1 13]2 25 |25|17 6813 1215 20

11. Fine wotor skills snd handuriting
skills sre further developed in
the chfld vho attended full-day
kindergarten than the child who
attended hslf-dsy kinderzarten. 98 89|1 11,00 813 38 |2 25{3 38 815 €310 0 |3 38 §25]16 64|33 12(€6 24

12. Children who attended full-day
sindergarten seem to have better
groes mntor co« ‘dination than
children whd sttunded hslf-dsy
kindergsrten. 96 67 |1 11}2 22 8|2 25 ]2 2514 SO 8k S0l2 2592 25 (25§12 485 2048 32

13. Students vho sttended full-day
kindergarten csn follov di-
rections better thsn students
vho sttended hslf-day kinder-~
garten. 97 7811 1nj1 11 813 38 |2 253 38 8 7500 0 12 25 [25§16 6413 12[6 24

14, The actention span of full-day
kindergarten students Is longer
than the sttentfon span of hslf-
day kindergarten students. 9k 57|11 11222 812 25 |2 2s|4 so 815 63{0 0 |3 38 j25}12 523 12]9 36

15. The full-dsy kindergsrten
progism gives more tise to
deveiop basic Vistening and
langsage skills. 9B 890 u |1 11 88 100]0 0 (0 O 8p 7510 0 J2 25 [25]22 880 O }3 12

16. A full-dsy kindergarten exper{-
ence sevms better for flve and

six-year-olds thsn s haif-dsy
expericnce. 9F 67 1 11}2 22 8k 50 |2 25{2 2% 85 631 13{2 25 [25]15 6044 16]6 24
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Sixty percent of the primary teachers agreed that the students who
attended full~-day kindergarten had better work habits than did children
who attended half-day kindergarten. Twenty percent did not agree;

20 percent were undecided.

The students who attended full-day kindergarten functioned more
independently than those who attended half-day kindergarten according to
64 percent of the primary teachers. Sixteen percent dicagreed, and 20
percent were undecided.

Most of the primary teachers agreed that children who had atcended
full-day kindergarten had a better mastery of skills than those who had
attended half-day kindergarten. Sixty percent agreed; 16 percent dis-
agreed; 24 percent were undecided.

Only 28 percent agreed that students who attended full-day kinder-
garten were more excited about coming to school than were half-day kin-
dergart:n students. Twenty-eight percent did not agree, and 44 percent
were undecided.

Eighty-four percent of the teachers indicated that children who
attended full-day kindergarten were not bored in school. Eight percent
said that they were, and 8 percent were urdecided.

The children who attended full-day kindergarten seemed to socialize
better within their peer group than did half-day kindergarten children
according to 42 percent of the primary teachers. Twenty-three percent
did net agree; 35 percent were undecided.

Thirty-eight percent agreed and 38 percent disagreed that there
were no apparent differences in the abilities of children who attended
full-day or half-day kindergarten, and 25 percent were undecided.

Eighty-four percent of the primary teachers agreed that the full-day
kindergarten children were exposed to a more in-depth basic skills program;

4 percent did not agree; 12 percent were undecided.

Sixty-eight percent of the primary teachers agreed that the chil-
dren who attended full-day kindergarten had a better knowledge of phonics
and reading skills than did those who attended half-day kindergarten.
Twelve percent disagreed, and 20 percent were undecided.

A total of 64 percent of the primary teachers agreed that fine motor
skills and handwriting skills were further developed in children who
atterded full-day kindergarten. Twelve percent disagreed; 24 percent
were undecided.

Forty-eight percent of the primary teachers thought that children who
attended full-day kindergarten seemed to have better gross motor coordina-
tion than did children who attended half-day kindergarten; 20 percent
disagreed with this, and 32 percent were undecided.

Students who attended full-day kindergarten followed directions better
than those who attended half-day kindergarten ¢-cording to 64 percent of




the primary teachers. Twelve percent disagreed with the statement, and
24 percent were undecided.

Fifty-two percent of the primary teachers agreed that the attention
span of full-day kindergarten students was longer than the attention
span of half-day kindergarten students. Twelve percent disagreed with the
statement, and 36 percent were undecided.

Most of the teachers agreed that the full-day kindergarten program
devoted more time to developing basic listening and language skills.

Although none of the teachers disagreed with this, 12 percent of them
were undecided.

Sixty percent of the teachers agreed that the full-day program was
better for five- and six-year-old children than was the half-day program;

but 16 percent disagreed, and 24 percent were undecided.

Table V gives the rank order of marks from the Teacher Opinionnaire
supporting full-day kindergarten. A majority of the primary teachers
indicated that full-day kindergarten was superior to half-day kindergarten
in 12 of the 16 items. There was highest agreement in the statements that
there was more “ime to develop basic listening and language skills, that
students were not bored, and that students had been exposed to more in-
depth skills programs. There was least agreement with the statements that
full-day kindergarten children socialize better with their peer group,
that there were 1o apparent differences in abilities of children in the two
groups, and that children in the fuil-day kindergarten progr.m were more
excited about coming to school.

Table VI lists the sums and means of the pe¢ .entages of marks on the
Teacher Opinionnaire. First grade teachers gave the highest percentage
of yes marks (68), third grade teacners had 57 percent yes marks, and the
second grade teachers, 43 pe~rent yes marks.

The first grade teachers had the lowest percentage of no marks with
17 percent, the third grade teachers had 19 percent no marks, and the
second grade & --°Y.ers, 25 percent no marks.

Secc - <~hers had the highest percentage of undecided marks.
Thirty-twc cf the second grade teachers, 24 percent of the third

grade teachers, and 15 perceun: of the first grade teachers were undecided.

Overall, the percent in favor of the full-day kindergarten activities

by primary teachers was 56. The percent of disagreezment with the statements

was 20, and the percent of undecided marks was 23.

Commeats by Teachers From the Teacher Opinionnaire

Grade 1: "The following have been noted since the advent of all-day
kindergarten:

1. Increased problems with lack of self-discipline

2. Poor handwriting habits, specifically incorrect
letter formation and holding pencil incorrectly.”
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TABLE V
RANK ORDER OF MARKS
FROM THE "'EACHER OPINJONNAIRE

SUPPORTING FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN

Rank Statement % Yes
1 There i1s more time to develop basic
listenirg and language skills. 38
2 Studer s are not bored. /%%
3 Students have been exposed to more in-denth
skills programs. 84
4 It would be beneficial for all children to
have full-day kindergarten. 63
5 Children have a better knowledge of phonics
and reading skills. 68
6 Children function more independently. 64
7 Fine mc cor skills and handwriting skills are
furiher developed. 64
8 Students can follow directions better. 64
9 Children have a better m~stery of skills. 60
10 Children have better work habits. 60
11 Full-day kindergarten is better than half-day. 60
12 The students have a longer attention span. 52
13 Children have better gross motor coordination. 48
14 Children socialize better within their peer
groun. 42
15 There are no apparent differences in abilities
of chiluren. 38
16 Children are more excited about coming to
school. 28

*A no mark ror this item is considered a yes mark in th.s table.
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TABLE VI
RESPONSES TO ALL ITEMS
ON TEACHER OPINIONNAIRE

T
Grade N-mber of Total
Level Teachers [ Total Yes Total No Undecided
f % £ A £ %
1 9 98 | 68 25 ¢ 17 22, 15
2 8 541 43 32 1 25 4l 32
3 8 731 57 25 1 19 31} 24
I
All
Teachers 25 225 | 56 82 { 20 941 23
52 .




Grade 2:

Grade 3:

(Eight teachers did not write comments.)

"Students who have been enrolled in full-day kindergarten
seem more restless and Jess sttentive. Also they seem much
more talkative at inappropriate times."

"There is a possibility that we are exposing children to
skills too early. We may be pushing children to accomplish
tasks before they are physically able. I think there are
many parents who are unable to evaluate their child's readi-
ness for school or the value of all-day versus half-day
kindergarten for their child. Many parents consider all-
day kindergarten for their child because it is more conve-
nient, obviously, than half-day. Others may sincerely feel
that more time in kindergarten is better without considering
the child's abilities or maturity level at the time of enroll-
ment. [ don't think we can say full-day or half-day is best
for all children."

"My five-year-old is presently enrolled as a full-day kinder-
garten student at Hebron. He was reluctant to attend as we
talked this summer, but what helped was the thought of eating
at school and ridirg the bus both ways with his brother. He
has already learned to skip, which I think is due to the fact
ne has gym. His older brother had a half-day experience. He
went in the afternoon and by dinner he was a grouch! I worried
that my youngcr son would drag by the end of the day, “ut he
doesn't even show any signs of tiredness. By going all day, he
gives his full attention to skills in the morning, has a short
rest during storytime and is ready to go again. I wish my
older son could have gone all day because I see a big differ-
ence in the two boys, and I believe it has nothing to do with
intelligence. I am confident that my younger son will be
better prepared for first grade."

"Last year all my students had actended all-day kindergarten.
This yeatr I only have three that did not attend zll-day kinder-
garten; therefore, I do not have a valid comparison."

(Four teachers did not write comments.)
"Some children have gained more than ot' ers."

"I have taught first until this year. I feel we should remem-
ber many of these children are not at home. They are with
sitters or child-care situations and get no mental stimulation
at all."

"My opiniou is that some children are mature enough to attend
all-day kindergarten withot frustration--others need to ease
into the structural learning situation with the half-day expe-
rience. By the time third grade is reached, I believe all-day
kindergarten no longer has any effect."
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"The students who have participated in the all-day kindergarten
seem ready for first grade. By the time they reach third, the
children appear to be mature third graders."

"The students who have attended the all—day program in gereral
tend to be more settled and ready to assume responsibility

for assigned tasks. They are more capable of working indepen-
dently. Their academic skills seemed as a group to be more
advanced.”

(Three teachers did not write comments.)

Parent Questionnaire - Kindergarten and Grade One

The opinions of full-day and half-day kinaergarten parents concern-
ing their child's total learning in kindergarten were obtained froem a ten-—
item questionnaire sent to them at the end of the kindergarten year.
Parert preference and their reascns for selecting full-day or half-day
kindergarten were also solicited on this questionnaire.

Table VII compares the responses nf full-day and half-day kinder-
garten parents to the parent questionnaire. The table shows the total
number of parents selecting one of the four choices ranked from most to
least for questions 1 through 6. TIn questions 7 and 8 there were only two
or three selection choices. Decline refers to parents who chose not to
answer that particular question. A copy of tle narent questionnaire with
the responses of full-day kindergarten parents and a copy with the half-
day kindergarten parent responses follow Table VII.

In question 1, full-day and half-day kindergarten parents responded
the same, with 82 percent saying their child had learned a great deal.
However, in questions 2 *“hrough 5 pertaining to a chjld's cognitive,
psychomotor, affective, and linguistic growth, a larger number of full-
day kindergarten parents indicated that their child had attained at a
higher level than half-day kindergarten parents did. In question 6, no
learning experience had a clear majority, but learning how to control the
body in more coordinated ways was definitely selected as the least impor-
tant learning experience for kindergarten children.

Question 7 showed that 31 percent of the full-day kindergarten parents
found it nececzary for someone to care for the®r child all day and 66
percent did not. Half-day kindergarten parents indicated that 38 percent
needed someone to care for their child all day and 61 percent did not.

Of the 131 full-day kindergarten parents vho returned the question-
naire, 120 indicated in question 8 that, if th2y had a choice, they would
prefer full-day kindergarten instead of half-day kindergarten for their
child. Five parents indicated a preference for the half-day session, two
parents preferred half-day during the first semester and full-day during
the second semester, and¢ four parents chose not to answer this question.




TABLE VII
RESPONSES OF FULL-DAY AND HALF-DAY
KINDERGARTEN PARENTS TO THE

PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE
Full-Day Half-Day
Kindergarten Parents Kindergarten Parents
N = 131 N =119
QUESTION TOTAL % TOTAL A
Cho ce
1 1 107 82 97 82
2 23 17 22 18
3 1 1 - -
4 - - - -
2 1 30 69 70 59
2 29 22 35 29
3 11 8 13 11
4 -— -— 1 1
Decline 1 1 — —
3 1 73 56 52 44
2 26 20 23 19
3 29 22 40 34
4 3 2 3 2
Decline - — 1 1
4 1 I 101 77 66 56
2 7 21 45 38
3 2 1 4 3
4 - -- 1 1
Decline 1 1 3 2
5 1 86 66 58 49
2 42 32 58 49
3 3 2 2 1
4 —_ - —_ -_—
Decline - -- 1 1
6 1 42 32 48 40
2 46 35 30 25
3 36 27 26 22
4 5 4 3 2
Decline 2 2 12 11
7 Yes 40 31 45 38
No 87 66 73 61
Decline 4 3 1 1
8 Full-Day 120 92 63 53
Half-Day 5 4 52 44
Split 2 1 - -
Decline 4 3 4 3




KINDERGARTEN QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PARENTS
RESPONSES OF FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN PARENTS

Name of School

Please fill out the following questionnaire regarding your son
or daughter who is now in kindergarten. PLEASE RETURN COMPLETE
QUESTIONNAIRE WITHIN TWO DAYS.

1. How much do you believe your child has learned in kindergarten?

107 My child has learned a great deal.

23 My child has learned an average amount.
1 My child has learned little.
0 My child has learned nothing.

2. In the last year, how has your child's ability to work and play with
other children changed?

90 My child has greatly improved.
_29 My child has improved a little.
11 My child has not changed much.

0 My child has regressed.

3. In the last year, what changes have you noticed in the relation~
ships between you and your child?

73 Our relationship is much more pleasant.

26 Our relationship i» a little better.
Our celationship has not changed much.
Our relationship is more difficult.

4. During the lasc year, how would you describe the change in your
child's confidence in his or her ability?

101 My child gained much more confidenze.

27 My child gained a little more confidence.
2 My child's confidence did not change much.
0 My child's confidence decreased.

5. How much of your child's total development in the last year would
you say is from experiences in kindergarten?

_86 Most
42 Some

3 Little
None

v. What learning experiences do you think are the most important for
children in kindergarten? Rank the items from 1 to 4 with 1 being
your firsct choice. (Number of parents who ranked these first.)

42 Learning about the alphabet, words, numbers.
Learning how to get along with other children.




7.

9.

10.

36 Learning how to control and express feelings positively.
5 Learning how to control the body in more coordinated ways.

Is it necessary for ycu to have someone care for your child all day
because of other demands on your time?

40 Yes
g7 No
If you had a choice, which would you prefer for your child?

120 Full-Day Kindergarten
5 Half-Day Kindergarten

State reasons why you believe the full-day or the half-day kinder-
garten would be better.

How could your child's kindergarten experiences be improved?

What would you most want to remain unchanged about your child's
kindergarten experience?
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KINDERGAT "EN QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PARENTS
RESPONSES OF HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN PARENTS

Name of School

Please fill out the following questionnaire reg rding your son

or daughter who is now in kirdergarten. PLEASE RETURN COMPLETE
QUESTIONNAIRE WITHIN TWO DAYS.

1.

How much do you believe your child has learned in kindergarten?

97 My child has learned a great deal.

22 My child has learned an averag. amount.
0 My child has learmed little.

0 My child has learned nothing.

In the last year, how has your child's ability to work and play with
other children changed?

70 My child has greatly imp oved.
35 My child has improved a little.
13 My child has not changed much.
1 My child has regressed.

In the last year, what changes have you noticed in the relation-
ships between you and ye'r child?

52 Our relationship is much mcre pleasant.

23 Our relationship is a little better.

40 Our relationskip has not changea much.
_Our relationship is more difficult.

During the last year, how would you describe the change in your
child's confidence in his or her ability?

66 My child gained much more confidence.

45 My child gained a little more confidence.
4 My child's confidence did not change much.
1 My child's confidence decreased.

How much of your child's total development in the last year would
you say is from experiences in kindergarten?

What learning experiences do you think are the most important for
children in kindergarten? Rank the items from 1 to 4 with 1 being
your first choice. (Number of parents who ranked these first.)

48 Learning about the alphabet, words, numbers.
30 Learning how to get along with other children.




26 Learning how to control and express feelings positively.
3 Learning how to control the body in more coordinated ways.
7. Is it necessary for y s ha
because of other demands on your

£

-
Su ¢

ve somecne care for your child all day
t

45 Yes
73 No
8. If you had a choice, which would you prefer for your child?

63 Full-Day Kindergarten
Half-Day Kindergarten

State reasons why you believe the full-day or the half-day kinder-
garten would oe better.

9. How could your child's kindergarten experiences be improved?

10. What would you most want to remain unchanged about your child's
kindergarter experience?




All five statements from parents who would choose the half-day
session for their child instead of the full-day session are included.

"1 feel that a five-year-old doesn't need to go to schooi
all day because most children this age still take a nap.
My child and several others T know are worn out at the

end of the school day and still take naps.”

"Half-day is enough time each day for a student in
kindergarten. This is an adjustment period for the child
and half-day is enough time to adjusc.”

"I do not feel that the schools ought to be in the busi-
ness of day care. Children also benefit a great deal

from the interac:ions with their parents and neighborhood
and being in school all day takes some of this time away."
"Feel that they are too young for a full day, need time
with mother. It doesn't seem necessary. We believe that
half-day concept is the best program for five-year-olds."

"Half days are better because these children, or most,
are too young the first half to adjust to being away from
home so many hours. The classes are smaller to give more
room, space, and teacher attention."

Statements from the two questionnaires that indicated they would
choose half-day first semester and full-day second semester have also
been inciuded.

"I think the first semester is such a big adjustment that
a half day is a good accomplishment and by the second
semester they arc ready to cope with a whole day."

"My husband and I believe the first semester fuli-day was
extremely hard on our child. His class size was extremely
large even though the teacher had three helpers. He had
problems adjusting first semester. Believe he would have
done better slowly advancing."

Ninety-two percent, an overwhelming majority of the full-day parents,
indicated they would prefer the full-day kindergarten experience for their
child. Due to the space it would take to include all their reasons, a
sampling of their comments has bz2en incorporated in this study.

"I felt my child was ready for full-day kindergarten. He
would have been bored otherwise. He thoroughly enjoyed
full-day kindergarten. I don't think it is for every
} child, but my son has learned a great deal."
|
|

"I believe it's a waste of time ftc send a child 2% hours
to school, five days a week, when he can go all day (five
days a week) and learn more."




"I feel it's better for the child to get used to the
full-day school pattern. I always felt a half day was
just too short. In my girl's case she rode to school and
bac¢.. with her sister--this made it more con.enient and
assuring to the child."

"Because I think they learn more when going to full-day
kindergarten, and it gives them a chance to learn to be
away from their parents, and to get along with other
children.”

"Kids are going to nursery school more and more and I
think they are ready to learn more. With gas being what
it is, it sure would save on traasportation if you could
pick up all your kids at once!"

"I tbhink five-year-olds are much more mature and sophis-
ticated new and are ready for full-day kindergarten,
especially my child who had gone to nursery school three
years and others who had done this."

"I think full-day kindergarten is better because it
gives the teacher more time to teach more of a variety."

"I prefer full-day kindergarten because I believe it
prepares my child for first grade a lot better than half-
day. Mindy has learned consicderably more than my oldest
daughter did in half-day."

"Full-day--more hours available to teach the child;
better prepare the child for first grade (sitting and

listening for longer periods)."

"I believe the full-day program has been beneficial for
my son. He has had preschool experience and was ready
for a more challenging program. The full-day program
can offer a more challenging program than a half-day."

"I don't think that a half-day kindergarten 2llows
enough time for children to learn everything they are
ex :cted to in kindergarten."

"Full-day is better {or my child because she was older
(October birthday) and ready for full-day. Going all
day gave her more time to learn. I think a better
learning program can be built in full-day rather than
half-day. It is practical for working mothers."

"For myself I think it's better because he has learned
so much, and he loves school. He enjoys being in school
all day and that counts a lot."




"Full-day kindergarten is better because they (the
children) are better prepared for the first grade. 1It's
a very good utilization of the child's time."

"The extra time spent in the full-day kindergarten

allows for more activities for the children to take

part in. As my older daughter who vas in half-day often
said, 'I never got to do that when I was in kindergarten,'
simply because there wasn't enough time."

"Full-day kindergarten gives the child a better variety
of things to learn and more time to learn them in. They
learn more than just the basic skills and are better
prepared for first < rade, I think."

"I feel the children have an opportunity to learn more
in full-day kindergarten under qualified supervision.”

"I feel like they can devote more time to each subject
during a full day. The children definitely learn more."

"Children of today continually want to learn more and
more at an earlier age."

"My oldest child went to kindergarten on half-day basis
and I feel that my son by going all day has gained a lot
more knowledge and understanding than his sister. I feel
he's more prepared for {irst grade."

"Full-day kindergarten has z much more stable sc’ ‘dule.
The children do not have to rush through their learning
skills as much, and can study in a wider range of studies
and skills. Children seem to enjoy schcol much more

going a full day. They have to do at least some things on
their own (such as at lunch time) that wouldn't be if

tiey only went half days. Full-day is a better initiation
into the stricter all-day schedules of first grade."

"I never have felt half-day kindergarten was worthwhile.
Full-day kindergarten has really given my son a positive
school experience. He has learned a lot more self-control
and will be more ready for grade one."

"My son was six in December and already had two years of
nursery school, so I felt he was ready for full-day
kindergarten."

"Full-day kindergarten because it gives the teacher more
time to teach more things in an unianterrupted manner.

Children today are more mature.”

"I feel that most mothers have seat their children to
nursery school and preschool and that most of these

65

¢
c




children are ready for full-day kindergarten. My child
was ~eady for full-day and loves it."

"The half-day kindergarten is too short. They attend
nursery school for a longer period of time. The way
the half-day program is in Evansville--the child just
gets there and gets settled when it's time to start
getting ready to go home."

"By going full~day they have so much more time to learn
and apply what they’'ve learneua. Also they feel more a
part of the school by being included in a ¢, music, and
gym, and assemblies."

"Learn more things during the year--being rith children
their own age--most have attended nursery school so they
are used to being away from home for long periods of time.
I believe he has learned more things than if he only spent
a half day there. He is spending his time more construc-
tively than if he were out playing. He is much more
disciplined now than before he started kindergarten. I
don't think that would have been accomplished as well if
he was only at kindergarten for three hours."

"The full-day kindergarten in my reasoning is far better
because children at the age of five have far too much time
on their hands. They shorld be in school learning. If I
had my way they would start school at four."

"I think the child should get used to going to school a
full day the first year. To me, first grade would seem
like a long day after only going a half day in kindergar-
ten. The child needs to know what is in store for him
the first year."

"My sor really enjoyed school and I never would have been
wole to stimulate his mind so much. I feel .ike he was
really ready for a full-day experience and it was not too
tiring for him."

"It gives the child a f.2ling of belonging with school.
A growing experience of what school is going to be like
for the next 12 years."

"My child was in nursery school full-time at age four. A
half-day kindergarten would have seemed like baby stuff.
She needs a school which is geared to the proper level.

A ful.-day kindergarten fulfills this need much better."

"I feel that the full-day kindergarten is better. A child
at the kindergarten level in today's world is much more

aware of events in his community and world than a child at
this level was a decade or more ago. Because he or she is
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sed to so much more today, a head start on an education
can orly be to his or her advantage."
"In my case my daughter turned five years in August--began
school in September. She was one of the younger children
and I think full-day kindergarten has helped her prepare
for the first grade more than what half-day would have."

O0f the 119 half-day kindergarten parents who returned the question-
naire, 63 stated they would select full-day kindergarten if they had the
choice, 52 indicated they would select half-day, and four chose not to
answer the question.

Half-day kindergarten parents gave thoughtful and concerned reasons
for choosing a half-day kindergarten experience for their child. A cross
section representing one-fourth of the comments written is included.

"A five- or six-year-old child needs a more gradual intro-
duction to education--parents should spend the extra half
day with the child in constructive ways. Some parents
leave the entire job of education up to the school--a full-
day kindergarten might further encourage this."

"I feel that a full-day program would be too demanding for
a child of kindergarter. age."

"Half-day kindergarten is enough. C(.ildren are only young
once and they go all day for 12 or more years."

"Half-day is just enough for the child to adjust to and
gradually eases him into full-day class and learning expe-
riences. Gives parents the other half day to share in their
learning."

"I am totally amazed at the things my child has learned in
school this past year. Currently there are 30 plus chil-
dren in the a.m. session, and 33 children in the p.m. session.
One teacher and one assistant have accomplished a great deal
with my child, and I do not feel that Pe would have received
the same quality of education in a larger classroom. In

view of the current finances of the E-VSC, I doubt that the
current student/teacher ratio would be improved or even
maintained in a full-day kindergarten setting. I do not feel
that the current quality of education could be maintained if
larger quantities of students are involved, and the number of
teachers remain constant. Finally, my child has at least
twelve more years of school. At some point he will tire of
school, and I feel a whole day of school in kindergarten
would precipitate these feelings at an earlier age."

"It really depends on the child or working situation of
parents. But I feel that many children need a period of
adjustment between being at home all day and spending the
whole day in school."
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"A full day seems too long for smal. children. They would
probably get restlesc. full-da: tould be convenient
for working mcthers."

"Depenuing on the child's maturity the half-day is prob-
ably still the most exposure this age group can tolerate."

“Not all parents can afford preschool, so many children
are relating to other children ‘for the first time and
full-duy would be a bit much."

"I believe half-day kindergarten is better because it

gives a child an opportunitv to adjust to school, and I
think his ability to lezrn and cemprehend is better because
he is not worn out by a full-day affair “

"Some children are not ready for a full day. The older
ones may be. Half a day is kind of a breaking-in period--
they know next year they get to go a full day."

"Haif-day, 1 beliave, is better because, us a new experience
for some cuildren, full-day would be quite traumatic and

toc demanding on them. Half-day gives them enough for a
five- or six-year-old as a first experieuce in schuoul."

"Mothers who work wouls i;ve full-day, bu% I do not work.
I think children are being pushed earlier and earlier,
even though they don't seem to mind at th’s time."

Many viable and sound reasoas for selecting z ful'-dcy kindergarten
for their child, if ey had the choice, were exprzssed by half-day
kindergarten parents. Since these opinions mirror those of the rvli-day
kindergarten parents, it is not necessary to present a lengthy sampling of
their comments. Therefore, a cross section representing one-fourth of the*r
comments is included.

"The half-day has been more of a burden than a h~lp for
the working mother. I must provide a baby-sitter aand
extra transportation. Most children have a preschool
experience and I feel rull-day should be available for
those ready for a full-day kindergarten. I am not
advocating a bauy-sitting service, but a quality educa-
tional experience."

"My children have taken & full year of nursery school, so
they basically know their alphabet, recognition of the
letters, hew to count, how to print. My son was disap-
pointed that kindergarten iasted for only 2} hc.rs.

Having had nursery school experience, he was ready for
mo:e organized time than T feel quulified to give to hin.
The key word, I thir', was org ~ized. The basic ideas that
were $ ‘ted were so rewarding or my son tha. I feel to
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continue all of those with the possibility of expanding them
to a fvll day would be ideal."

"The more time kindergartners can spen. learning to believe
in themselves, the better prepared they will be to enter the
primary level later on. I think self-confidence is the basis
for learning and that academic skills, at this point, are a
bonus by having more time. I think if they could alternate
learning and playing with rest periods, they would be better
off than trying to work at such a fast pace in the 2} hours
they have."

“The world is a much ‘ougher place to live in. I think
children need all the training they can get starting a little
earlier. At home and at school."

"There doesn't seem to be encugh time in half-day kiadergarten.
The children no sooner get there and then it is time to come
home."

"They have so little time for learning in half-day kinder-
garten."

"I believe that most children these days have already been to
nursery school and/or a day-care center and could make the
adjustment to a full-day kindergarten very well."

"With so many mothers having to leave the home and go to work
it's hard to find someone to care for children in kinder-
garten because they have to find someone who can get the
children to and from school; going full day you have use >f
the bus system or older children to walk to and from with.™

"Full-day would allow for more time to be able to concentrate
on the children having problems with learning. For working
parents, transportation nroblems would be alleviated."

"Because it wouldn't cut their learning short like half a
day does, they have more time to learn."

"Full-day would help to adjust for the rest of the years ahead
and h.lp working parents and possibly omit a sitter."

"The children don't really have enough time for ali things
that could be ¢ ered if children were to go full day to
kindergarten."

"Full-day would be better for the child because he could adapt
to going cu school all day which would be better for first
grade. Also, it is troublesome for mothers to take their
child just f>r a half da_

"I thiak full-day would be better to get them used to being




in school all day because of first grade and all throngh
school. I think they can learn more for their first
grade year."

"I think most children now are much more advanced. Most
children are used to going to day-care centers before
they reach kindergarten.”

Question 9 on the parent questionnaire produced the following
answers. Of the 131 full-day kindergarten parents who returned the ques-
cionnaire, 39 percent were pleased and didn't suggest any improvements;
16 percent thought that a smaller class size would improve their ct ild's
kindergarten experience, with the majority of these comments comin irom
the two pilot schools with the largest classroom e“rollment; 25 percent
gave various answers that did not combine into like groups; and 20
percent left the question unanswered.

Of the 119 half-day kirndergarten parents who answered the question-
naire, 39 percent were pleased and didn't suggest any improvements. 16
percent thought a longer kindergarten day would improve their child's
kindergarten experience, 22 percent gave various answers that did not
combine into like groups. and 26 per-ent left the quesion unanswered.

Question 10 did not produce any significant homog-:neous groupings
for either group except that many parents ~ere extremely pleased with
the teaching ability and the love and conce:n for young children that
the kindergarten teac.ners had.

Parent Questionnaire - Grades Three and Four

A second parent questionnaire was mailad to full-day kindergarten
parents when the children were in the third or fourth . ades. A total of
196 Parent Ques:rionnaires were mailed, and 92 parents, or 47 percent,
returned them. Table VIII lists the parent responses to the first 14
items. The total number varied from 89 to 93 because some of the parents
did not mark all of the items, and one questionnaire had question 8
marked both no and undecided.

The majority of parents indicated that their children iearned more
in the full-day kindergarten than they would have learned in half-day
kindergarten. Ninety-five percent said yes, 1 percent said no, and
4 percent were undecided.

Ninety-five percent of the parents thought that their children were
better prepared for first grade. None of the parents thought that their
children would have been better prepared in a half-day pregeem, but S
percent were undecided 1s to whether or not their children were better
prepared as a result of the fulli-day program.

Eighty-four percent of the parents indicated tha:t they believed
their children learned more self-cont+~»l in the full-day kindergarten
program. Three percent of the parents did not believe that their children
learned more self-control, and 12 percent were undecided.
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TABLE VIII
PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS

S

FOR FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN

ITEMS 1-14

Iten

Yes

No

o

f

Undecided
4

1.

As a result of the
garten program, my
than he would have
program.

full-day kinder-
child learned more
in a half-day

92

87

95

. As a result of the

garten program, my
prepared for first

full-day kinder-
child was better
grade.

92

87

95

. As a result of the

garten program, my
self-contrey.

full-day kinder-
child learned more

9C

76

84

11

12

. As a result of the

garten program, my
socially adjusted.

full-day kinder-
child became more

90

79

88

. As a result of the

garten program, my

full-day kinder-
child gained more

self-confidence. 90 81 90 1 1 8 9

€. As a result of the full-day xinder-
garten program, my child became a
better listener. 92 73 79 3 3 16 17

7. As a result of the full-day kinder-
garten program, my child was better

able to express himself verbally. 89 76 85 1 1 12 13

8. As a result of the full-day kinder=-
garten program, @y child was better
able to follow directionms. 93 78 84 3 3 12 13

9. As a result of the full-day kindar-

garten program, my child learned to
enjoy music. 91 67 74 5 5 19 721

10. As a result of the full-day kinder-
garten program, my child’s skills in
handwriting, cutting, coloring were
greatly improved. 91 75 82 4 4 12 13

11. As a result of the full-day kinder-
garten program. my child was better ,
prepared for reading. 92 87 95 0 0 5 3

12. As a ra2sult of the full-day kinder-
garten program, my child was better
prepared for mathematics. 92 85 92 1 1 6 7

1.!. As a result of the full-day kinder-
garten program, my child developed
body coordination.

1. As a result of the full-day kinder-
garten program, better home-school

relationships have developed. 90 70 78 2 2 18 20
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Most of the parents, 88 percent, thought their chilaren became more
socially adjusted as a result of the full-day kindergarten program.
Yowever, 3 percent did not agree, and 9 percent were undecided.
children gained more self-confidence in the full-day kindergarten accord-
ing to 90 percent of the parents. One percent did not agree. and 9
percent were undecidel.

Seventy-nine percent of the parents indicated that their children
became better listeners as a result of the full-day program. Three per-
cent did not think that their childre: were better listeners, and 17
percent were undecided. Eighty-five percent of t e parents believed that
their children were better able to express themsetives verbally. One per-
cent did not agree; 13 percent were undecided.

Eighty-four percent of the parents thought that their children were
better able to follow directions. Three percent did not agree, and 13
percent were unde ided. Seventy-four percent of the parents indicated
that their children learned to enjoy music. Five pz2rcent stated that
their children did not learn to enjoy music, and 21 percent were undecided.

Eighty~two percent of the parents believed that their chilcren's skills
in handwriting, .utting, and coloring were greatly improved. Four percent
did not agree, and 13 percent were undecided. Children were better pre-
pared for ieading as a result of full-day kindergarten according to 95
percent ~f¢ the parents. Although no parents disagreed, & percent were
undecided.

Ninety-two percent of the pare=ts indicated that their children were
better prepared for mathematics. One percent did not agree; 7 percent
remained undecided. Seventy-nine percent of the parents agreed that their
children developed body coordination. One percent did not agree, ard 20
percent were undecided.

Seventy-eight percent of the parents believed that better home-school
relationships-were developed. Two percent did nc. agree, and 20 percent
were undecided.

Three additional questions were asked on the Parent Questionnaire
that are not included in Table VI1I. Parents were asked how they felt
about the program at tue end of the year. Eighty-eight parents, or 97
percent, were pleasec; one parent, or 1 percent, was not pleased; and
two parents, or 2 percent, were undecided.

Sixty-six parents, or 80 percent, felt positive when their child first
entered the full-day kindergarten; one parent, or 1 percent, felt nega-
tive; and 15 parents, or 18 percent, were undecided. When asked which they
preferred, 79 parents, or 92 percent, preferred full-day ki:dergarten; and
tvo parents, or 2 percent, preferred half-day kindergarten.

Farents were askzd to make comments on the questionnaire, and 46 did
so. All of the comments made by parents follow.




Comments by Parents From the Second Parent Questionnaire

"I feel that having the children for a full day aelps tte
teacher to spend more time on each phase of education., I
feel this is very beneficial to the children. I had expe-
rience with both half-day and full-day kindergarten, and
the full day, I feel, .s definitely more worthwhile.”

"I think the full-day n~.ndergarten is wonderful. The chil-
dren seem to learn so much more and are better adjusted to
first grade. I have had one in half-day and one in full-
day and one going next year. So I really think the all-
day kindergarten is great."

"All-day kindergarten better prepares children for a full
day of school without the strict discipline of first
grade."

"My daughter would have found a two-hour kindergarten a
step backwards after attending nursery school and day care
fill time at age four.”

"As a working mother I was happy with all-day kindergarten
because I didn't have to worry about transportation either
to or from school in mid-afternoon. Also, there was more
time for new and unique learning experiences such as field
trips, making butter and peanut butter, etc."

"Some of the questions do not fit the program, or maybe
the yes, no, and undecided answers do not fit. But my Son
was always ready for the next day and in a hurry for class
to begin.”

"My child was in the half-day program for half of the
school yeer. When she started iinto the full-day pregram,
she began cc be relaxed and enjoy school more. There is
no doubt that they do learn much more in the all-day
program.”

"Full-day kindergarten gives the child a better picture of
what school witl be like in the first grade and on up.
I don't recommend full-day for the younger child.”

"My daughter w~as in the first one-half year pilot program.
really felt it made a grezt difference in her school atti-
tude. I wish her older brother could have been in all-day
kindergarten. He really needed it as far as self-confi-
dence and social adjustment.”

"Should be available in all schools.”

"I like the program. I am a working mother and I didn't
have tc worry about my child."




"As long as we keep the class under 30 studentis, J think it
will work--over that, they don't get the attention they need."

"If they would start out for one month of half-day school,

then change over to the full-day it would prepare all ¢he children
for the full-day. You have to remember not all childien go

to nursery school."”

"Our son was in the first group that had all-day kindergarten.
He had one-half year of the half-day kindergarten and then was
switched to full~-day. It worked out for him to have started
one-half day and then worked into full-day."

"As a result of having spent two years in nursery school, I
felt my son was ready for full-day kindergarten."

"Full-day kindergarten still is not for all five~year-olds-~
they're just not ready."

"I liked full-day because my daughter learned easily and enjoyed
her teacher."

"My children had beeu used to being awa* from home because
of my working for several years. They were ready for the full-
day program. Some may not hte..."

"I think full-day kindergarten is the best idea the schocl
corporation has come up with in a long time ané it is great
for the kids. They really learn a lct more this way. All
schools should have the program."

"Our kindergarten teacher made the difference for my son. Her
total commitment headed him in the right direction, and that
was an ali-day job."

"It's difficult to know what my son would be accomplishing
if he had gone to kindergarten one-half day, but I was very
happy tith his kiadergarten experience."

"I believe the full-da; kindergarten is a great program--espe-
cially with so many wcrking mothers. I feel it also prepares
them for all-day school the next year."

"There were too many students in the kindergarten classroom.
There were 53 in one room which I believe was too many even
with the number of teachers and aides.”

"Even though our children have excellent home relationships,
self-control and self-confidence, etc., all-day kindergarten
has helped to improve these qualities they have. Thanks for
helping our children become better prepared for the future."




"For my child full-day kindergarten was a wonderful experience.
I'm not sure all children at this age are mature enough to
go into an all-day learning program."

"It wac what my child needed. It really helped us."”

"I think that children are ready for school at a younger age
now, and a full-day kindergarten was a positive step to get
them le~rrning when they are interested and eager to do sc."

"My son started kindergarten on a half-day basis. He started
f-.1l1-day the second semester when they first started the trial
program. The full day was . decided improvement. My son

took more interest going all day. He said what he enjoyed

most was having more time tc spend on eack subject and project."

"The full-day program is excellent! Keep it up!"

"What is mest needed is smaller classes so teachers can work
with each child on his own level. My child is bright, and

I hear from other parents of bright youngsters that these kids
are ready to move on to new material--not usually covered in
kindergarten. My child was ready to read, but got mostly pre-
reading activities. What he did gain in kindergarten was a
feeling that he would handle schecol and its social situations
well."

"It is great for children who are ready to be away from home
for that length of time."

"Half-day kindergarten doesn't provide enough time for anything
g P

productive. Too many children are getting more from preschool

than kindergarten provided."

"I feel for a child to attend full-day kindergzrten, that chiid
should be at least 5} years old and should attend a nursery
school for at least one year."

"1 think all kids should have all-day kindergarten because

it -.1ps them to get better adjusted and it helps -~repare them
for the first grade. They really learn more from the all-day
program. As far as the half-day program, I fourd they didn't
learn as much...because they no more get to school, than it's
time to go Lhome again.”

"My little girl went a half day for one semester, and then
they changed it to all day. I think it helped her a lot to
get ready for all-day first grade!"

"Both mv childr... have had full-day kindergarten and have sin-
cerely oenefitted. In the 1980s a good portion of the pre-
school population is attending day-cares and/or nursery schools;
and they need the changes, the challenge, an¢ have already
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covered all the material (plus more) that their parents covered
(those that zre products of the 1950s) when they completed
first grade. Times have changed and ovur schools must change
accordingly. Fuli-day kindergarten is far superior to day-care
centers--all day, every day."

"I have had two children that attended full-day kindergarien
and two that attended half-day, and I feel that the two that
attended full-day learned much more. I feel that all boys

and girls this age should have the opportunity to attend full-
day kindergarten."

"I was glad to see the full-day kindergarten in action. My
older children were in half-day kindergarten anc didn't have
time to accomplish anything. T saw a great difference."

"It is impossible {or us to know if our scn learned more or
developed more fully his learning skills by attending full-day
kindergarten. John attended the half-day program for the first
semester and the full-day program for the secoad semester.

We feel that John became overtired at attending the full-day
session. He often fell asleep coming home on the school bus,
even chough he had sufficient sleep each night. Our oldest

son seemed to learn much more in kindergarten than our youngest
did. Although, he attended the half-day session. We believe
that the child's intelligence .:d the early development of

his learning skills are more important in determining his suc-
cess in kindergarten than the amount of time spent in the
classroom."

"My first child started kindergarten in the first year of full-
day, ¢nd I thought it was terrific. For him, not for me. It
wasn't a baby-sitting service as I have a younger child entering
kindergarten next year, and all of us are looking forward to

it. It is a big job for the teacher, but the teacher is patient
and terrific!"

"It is difficult to answer your questicnnaire accurately because
there is really no basis for comparison. Ir almost any of

the categories, the same end result might have been achieved

in a half-day program; and 1 am still not sure which is the
better program. I don’t think that being in school all cay
necessarily means a child will learn more because there :re

too many variavles--the age of the child, the teacher, and

the classroom situation, all play a part. In short, I am still
undecided about whether the full-day program is actually better
for the child. Both of my children's kindergarten experiences
have been good ones. But I don't think the fact cthat one was
all day made it any better."

"The reason I was undecided about the first question is he

had a very good teacher, and I thought she did well with the
half-day session. It was the first year and we only had from
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February to June and probably now they have a lot of things
ironed out, and my child enjoyed the full day. When it firsc
started I didn't know how it -ras going to work with one teacher
and ar aide but now at our school we have two kindergarrens

and I'm glad because the children are probably being prepared
for first grade!"

"I think it was great!"

"I was really pleased with my son and the all-day kindergarten.

He did learn a lot more from the all-day kindergarten I thought
than if he went to the half-a-day. He did pick things up quickly.
And I was really pleased with his teachers. They took an interest
in the children."

"Full-day kfndergarter prepares a child better than half-day.
They have more time to spend on each subject they are to learn
about. It also prepares them to be away from home for a full
day since first grade starts their full day anyway. I have
talked with other mothers about this, and I have not heard

one negative word about full-day kindergarten."

"I was very pleased with the program and have recommended it
to many other parents. Today's children are ready to learn
more at an earlier age, and I feel this program touched on
each subject just enough to give the children that extra boost
they need for grade school. 1I've compared my child's (now

a third grader) progress with that of children who only go

to a half-day kirndergarten or parochial school, and he is way
ahead of them I have nothing but praise for the full-day
program."

Attendance, Attitudes, Conduct, Nonpromotion, and Self-Concept

Attendance

To determine if full-day was more tiring than half-day kindergarten,
causing more illness or more absences toward the end of the week, atten-
dance by the day was compiled for the 1979-1980 experimental and .ontrol
groups. To learn if there were any significant differences in the
attendance patterns of both groups, the chi-square test of independence
was used. The number of absences of full-day and half-day kindergarten
students for .ach day of the week is shcwn in Tablz IX.
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TABLE IX
AsSENCES OF THE 1979-1980 FULL-DAY AND
HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

BY THE DAY
r Full-Day Half-Day
Days Mean Mean
Monday 21.15 23.81
Tuesday 19.68 20.89
Wednesday 16.85 18.63
Thursday 18.38 19.19
Friday 22.15 24.96

Chi-square was equal to 0.05 which indicates there was no significant
difference between the attend-nce patterns by days of full-day and half-day
kindergarten students. Both groups had more absences on Monday and Friday
with fewer on Wednesday.

Table X shows the number of absences during three nine-week periods
ior both groups.

TABLE X
1679-198C ABSENCES DURING THREE NINE-WEEK
PERIODS FOR FULL-DAY AND
HALF-DAY XINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

! tull-Day Ha..f-Day -1
Dates viean Mean
9/4-11/2 13.69 17.24
11/5-1/2. 19.94 27.30
1/28-3/28 24.48 24.14
o

Chi~square was equal to 0.78 showing that there was no significant
difference in the attendance patterns during a nine-week period between

full-day and half-day kindergarten students. Lowever, it should be noted
that there were more absences as the year progressed for both groups and
that half-day students tended to have more absences than full-day students

around the holidays.

Table XI reveals the total absences for the 27-wezk period.
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Half-day students had 10.8 percent absences for the 27-week period
as compared to 8.5 percent absences for the full-day students. It should
be noted, however, that the number used was not cons.ant throughout the
year due to the changing kindergarten enroilments. Therefore, this is
only an indication that the total absenteeism for half-day was higher
than for fuli-day kindergarten.

TABLE XI
1979-1980 TOTAL ABSENCES OF
FULL-DAY AND HALF-DAY
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full-Day Half-Day
Random
School N Mean A Sampling N Mean Z
1 56 2.50 4.5 1 52 9.54 18.3
2 73 7.62 10.4 2 41 4.05 10.0
3 38 2.02 5.3 3 68 4.85 7.1
4 62 6.51 |10.5 4 38 2.98 7.8
Total 229 [ 19.40 8.5 Total 199 21.47 10.8
R

The sttendance of students in grades six, seven, and eight who atcended
full-day and half-day kindergarten in the 1978-1979 school year was compared.
Table XII shows the mean of the number of days absent for each group during the
1984-1985, 1985-1986, and 1986~1987 school years. The statistical t-test
was performed to determine whether there was a significant difference
between the full-day and half-day mean scores.

TABLE Kif
SIXTH, SEVENTH. AND EIGHTH GRADE DAYS ABSENT
FOR 1978-1979 KINDCLRGARTEN STUDENTS

o P - ., .~/ ~ ______  *
Fll-Day I Half-Day

Area N Mean S.D. N Mean S.D. t P
(Grade 6)

Days Absent 1984-1985 99 8.26 8.41 | 96 8.07 8.07 0.16 N.S.
(Grade 7)

Days Absent 1985-1986 93 9.31 7.5f 107 9.43 7.10 -0.11 N.S.
(Grade 8)

Dazs Absent 1986-1987 94 9.67 9.48- 101 9.69 7.40 -0.02 N.S.




The mean of the number of days absent for students who attended full-
day kindergarten was 8.26 in the sixth grade, 9.31 in the seventh grade,
and 9.67 in the eighth grade. This compares to the half-day kindergarten
students whose mean of the days absent was 8.07 in the sixth grade, 9.43
in the seventh grade, and 9.69 in the eighth grade None of the differences
were statistically significant. Therefore, the results suggest that there
was no overall difference in attendance in the sixth, seventh, and eighth
grades between students who attended full-day kindergarten and those who
attended half-day kindergarten.

Student Questionnaire

The attitudes of third and fourth grade children who had completed
kindergarten in 1979 or 1980 were obtained from a ten-item Student Ques-
tionnaire. Nine of the items called for yes or no responses; the tenth
item asked, " What do you remember most about your year in kindergarten?"

Table XIII shows the responses by third grade children to the first
nine questions listed on the Student Questionnaire. There were 111 chil-
dren who were given the questionnaire. In some instances the children
did not respond, so the number of answers for questions varies from 104
to 111.

Eighty-five percent of the children felt that they were more grown
up when they attended school full day instead of half day. Eighty-nine
percent of the children were not concerned about being away from their
mother: or sitters when they attended kindergarten full day.

The children were 2ble to eat in the cafeteria when they attended
{ull-day kindergarten, and 89 percent of the children said that they liked
eating there.

Several questions concerned activities that children were able to
do becaure the full-day kindergarten allowed more time. The children
were very positive that the extra time was useful. They responded 100
percent that they were glad to have had more time to use blocks, paints,
and the playhouse; 97 percent that it was easier to learn how to read
in the first grade; 98 percent that the m:zthematics work helped them in
first grade; and 97 percent that tuney liked having music and art more
often.

Thirty-five percent of the children were frightened when they ente ed
the first grade; and 65 percent indicated that they were not frightened.
All 107 children who responded to item 9 stated that they were glad
they had gone to full-day kindergarten.

Table XIV lists the number and percentage of the first response
of children when asked, ' What do you remember most about your year in
kindergarten?" Children most frequently gave responses that were in the
area of play, which included the playhouse, toys, playing outside, or
just playing. The 25 percent of responses supports the importance of

play, at least as first-choice activities of childcen.

80




TABLE XIII
GRADE THREE

STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS
FOR 1979-1980 FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN GROUP

ITEMS 1-9

Yes No
Iten N £ % f p4

1. Did you feel more grown tup when you got to go to
school all day? 104 88 | 85 16 | 15

2. If you went to school only half day, you would
be able to apend more time with mother or your
sitter. When you went to full-day kindergarten,
did it bother you to be awvay from them? 105 121 11 93 | @9

3. Half-day students do no. get to eat 1n the
cafereria. Did you like eating in rhe school
cafeteria when you went to full-day kindergarten? 111 99 1 89 12 |11

4. Half-cay students are only able to spend a short
time each day using the blocks, paints, and
playhouse. Were you glad you went to school a
full day so you could spend more time with these
activities? 108 108 1100 0 0

5. Because you had more time to learn your lettes
names and sounds than those students in half-day
kindergarten, do you think it was easier for you
to learn how to read in the first grade? 108 105 97 3 3

6. In full-day kindergarten, you were more often
able to work on math activities. Due to this
you were able to work om adding and subtracting.
Did this help you in first grade? 106 104 | 98 2 2

7. A student that goes to school halt day gets to
have art or music tr0o or three times a week.
When you were in full-day kindergarten you vere
able to have those subjects more oftem. Did
you like this? 107 1041 97 3 3

8. Some children are frightened when they start
first grade because they have not been away
trom hom2 for a full day. Were you frightened
when you went to the first grade? 108 381 35 70 | 65

9. Are you glad vou went to full-day kindergarten? 107 107 | 100 0 0
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TABLE X1V
GRADE THREE

STUDENTS’ FIRST RESPONSES TO ITEM 10*
FOR 1979-1980 FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN GROUP

Response f %
Play 27 25
Painting 17 16
Group Activities 10 9
Working with Papers 9 8
Storytime 7 6
Being Fun 7 6
Art Projects 6 6
Nothing Special 6 6
Music 5 5
Nice Teacher 4 4
Rocking in Rocker 3 3
Snacks 2 2
Field Trips 2 2
Show and Tell 1 1
Nap Time 1 1
Doing Tests 1 1
N 108

*Item 10: What do you remember most about your year in kindergarten?
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Table XV shows the responses of fourth grade children to the first
nine questions listed on the Student Questionnaire. Seventy-one of the
chiidren who attended full-day kindergarten were in school on the days
that the questionnaire was administered. The number of responses varied
from 68 to 71 because the children did not respond to all of the items.

Ninety percent of the children felt that they were more grown up
when they attended school full day instead of half day. Seventv-seven
percent of the children were not concerned about being away from their
mothers or sitters when they attended kindergarten full day.

Eighty-four percent of the children indicated that they liked eating
in the cafeteria as a result of the full-day kindergarten program.

Children had more time for play, reading, mathematics, art, and music
in the full-day program. They responded 96 percent that they were glad to
have had more time to use blocks, paints, and the playhouse; 97 percent
that it was easier to learn how to read in the first grade; 96 percent
that the mathematics work helped them in first grade; and 96 percent
that they liked having music and art more often.

Thirty~-nine percent of the children were frightened when they entered
first grade, and 61 percent indicated that they were not frightened.
Ninety-nine percent stated that they were happy that they attended full-
day kindergarten.

Table XVI lists the number and percentage of the first respunse
of students to question 10. Thirty percent of the children listed play
as what they remembered most about their year in kindergarten.

It was not the intent of this report to compare students' attitudes
between full-day and half-day kindergarten but rather to determine whether
or not the students who attended full-day kindergarten did have positive
attitudes toward their kindergarten experience after completing second
or third grade. The results of the Student Qu2stionnaire for grades three
and four indicate that children had positive attitudes toward their full-
day kindergarten experience. It should be noted that a similar question-
naire used with the control group might have revealed the same attitudes
toward a half-Fay kinde-garten experience.

Survey of School Attitudes

The Survey of School Attitudes, Intermediate Level, Form A, was given
in the fall of 1982 to the experimental and control groups of children
who attended kindergarten in 1978-1979. The statistical t-test was per-
formed to determine if there was a significant difference between the
full-day and half-day mean scores. The results are summarized in Table XVII
which shous the mean scores for both groups and the results of the t-tests.
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TABLE XV

GRADE FOUR
STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS

FOR 1978-1979 FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN GROUP
ITEMS 1-9

Yes No

Iten N

1. Did you feel more grown up when you got to go to
school all day? 70 63 | 90 7 10

2. If you went to school only half day, you would
be able to spend more time with mother or your
sitter. When you went to full-day kindergarten,
did it bother you to be away from them? 71 16 23 55 77

3. Half-day students do not get to eat in the
cafeteria. Did you lfke eating in the school
cafeteria when you went to full-day kinder-
garten? 69 58 84 11 16

4. Half-day students are only able to spend z short
time each day using the blocks, paints, and play-
house. Were you glad you went to school z full
day so you could spend more time with these
activities? 71 68 96 3 4

S. Becaugse you had more time to learn your letter
names and sounds than those students in half-day
kindergaiten, do you think it was easier for you
to learn how to read in the first grade? 69 67 97 2 3

6. In full-day kindergarten, you were more often
able to work on math activities. Due to this
vyou were able to work on adding and subtracting.
Did this help you in first grade? 68 65 96 3 4

7. A student that goes to school half day gets to
have art or ..sic two or three times a week.
When you w~ere in full-day kindergarten vou
were avle to have those subjects more often.
Did you like this? 71 68 96 3 4

8. Some children are frightenad when they start
first grade because they have not been away from
home for a full dav. Were you frightened when
you went to the first grade? n 28 39 43 51

9. Are you glad you went to full-day kindergarten? 69 68 99 1 1
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TABLE XVI
GRADE FOUR
STUDENTS’ FIRST RESPONSES TO ITEM 10*

FOR 1978-1979 FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN GROUP

Response

Play
Painting
Music

Group Activities

Nice Teachers 5 8
Working with Papers 5 7
Art Projects 5 7
Storytime 3 4
Fun 2 3
Bad a Best Friend 2 3
Birthday Time 1 1
Nothing Special 1 1
Doing Tests 1 1
N 71

*Item 10: What do you remember most about your year in kindergarten?
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TABLE XVII

1982 SCHOOL ATTITUDES AM.ONG 1978-1979
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Subject Group N Mean S.D. t P

Mathematics Full-Day 77 20.35 7.59 1.03 N.S.
Half-Day 96 19.16 7.48

Reading Full-Day 77 21.53 6.68 0.28 N.S.
Half-Day 96 21.24 6.73

Science Full-Day 77 23.36 5.35 2.34 < .05
Half-Day 96 21.29 6.05

Social Full-Day 77 22.70 6.06 1.61 N.S.

Studies Half-Day 96 21.14 6.50

The mean scores for the full-day kindergarten children were higher
than the half-day kindergarten childrea in all four subject areas, but
they were significantly different only in science.

In the fall of 1982 the Survey of School Attitudes, Primary Level,
Form A, was given to children in the experimental and control groups who
attended kindergarten in 1979-1980. Table XVIII gives the mean scores
for both graups and the results cf the t-tests.

In all four subtest areas, the mean scores for children who attended
half-day kindergarten in 1979-1980 were higher than those for children
who attended full-day kindergarten, and the scores were significantly
higher in social studies.

The results from the Survey of School Attitudes suggest that there
was no overall difference in school attitudes between the children who
attended full-day kindergarter and those who attended half-day kinder-~
garten. One full-day group scored higher than the half-day group in every
subject area, and the other full-day group scored lower than the half-day
group in every subject area.
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TABLE XVI
1982 SCHOOL ATTITUDES AMONG 1979-1980
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Subject Group N Mean S.D. t P

Mathematics Full-Day 95 22,98 5.49 1.14 | N.S.
Half-Day 87 23.93 5.74

Reading Full-Day 95 21.20 6.48 1.02 | N.S.
Half-Day 87 22.15 5.95

Science Full-Day 95 22.98 5.47 0.82 } N.S.
Half-Day 87 23.63 5.25

Social Full-Day 35 21.78 6.53 2,16 | < .05

Studies Half-Day 87 23.76 5.70

Report Card Conduct Marks

The conduct marks on report cards for the first, sec»nd, and third
grades for the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups and the first
and second grade report card conduct marks for the 1979-1960 experimental
and control groups are presented in this section.

Children in Evansville receive report card marks four times each year
in 12 conduct areas. The marks for those 12 areas are S (Satisfactory
Progress), I (Improvement Shcwn), and N (Needs Improvement). The order
of these narks from high to low is S, I, N. At the end of each school
year, report card conduct marks are recorded on a composite report along
with an average of these marks, and these averages were used to compare
the groups in this study.

The chi-square test of independence was used to evaluate whether
conduct marks and group membership were independent fa:tors. The results
of the test are summarized in Tables XIX, XX, XXI, XXII, XXIII, and XXIV.

Table XIX shows the first grade report card conduct mark results
for the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups.




TABLE XIX

FIRST GRADE CONDUCT MARKS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im- Needs
Satis- provement | im
Conduct factory Snown provement | Chi-
Area Group N | £ % f z | € % Square | p
Respects Full-Day | 791{ 69 87 5 61 5 6 1.48 N.S.
Authority Half~Day | 103 | 95 g2 3 31 S5 5
Shows Self- | Full-Day| 74| 70 89 5 6] 4 5 3.69 N.S.

Confidence |Hzlf-Day | 103{ 80 78 1 13 131 10 10

Uses Self- | Full-Day| 792} 53 67 | 11 14} 15 19 2.54 N.S.

Control Half-Dav | 103{ 77 75 | 15 15 11 11
Follows Full-Day| 79] 63 80| 10 13] 6 8 1.95 N.S.
Directions | Half-Day | 103| 86 83 7 7110 16
Works Inde- | Full-Day| 79] 53 67 12 15} 14 8 2.07 N.S.

pendently Half-Day | 103} 79 77 11 11 13 13

Uses Time Full-Day | 79| 54 68 | 15 19| 10 13 1.91 N.S.

Wisely Half-Day{ 103| 77 /51 12 12§ 14 14

Uses Materi-j Full-Day| 79| 76 96 2 31 1 1 4.37 N.S.
als Wisely | Half-bay| 103]| 91 88 4 4] 8 8

Puts Forth | Full-Day| 79| 66 84 3 41 10 13 8.67 < .05
Best Effort | Half-Day | 103} 69 67 17 17 17 17

Works Well | Full-Day| 79} 70 89 2 3y 7 9 5.34 N.S.
With Others { Half-Day| 103| 84 821 12 12y 7 7

Listens Full-Day{ 79| 64 81 8 10{ 7 9 0.64 N.S.
Attentively | Hal{-Day | 103| 88 85 8 8 7 7

Obeys Play- | Full-Pay| 79| 74 94 0 0| - 6 6.13 < .05
ground Rulesg Half-Day| 103| 87 84 7 7V 9 9

Respects

Property of | Full-Day| 79| 76 96 2 31 1 1 6.60 < .05 |
Others Half-Day| 103| 87 844} 10 10] 6 6
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The results show that the full-day kindergatten children had a higher
percentage of satisfactory marks in first grade in the following six con-
duct areas: shows self-confidence, uses materials wisely, puts forth best
effort, works well with others, obeys playground rules, and respects
property of others. The half-day kindergarten children had a higher per-
centage of satisfactory conduct marks in the other six ronduct areas:
respects authority, uses self-control, follows direct.ons, works indepen-
dently, uses time wisely, and listens attentively.

For the 24 less-than-satisfactory conduct marks, the full-day kinder-
garten children received a lower percentage of I (Improvement Shown) and
N (Needs Improvement) conduct marks in 15 conduct areas, anc¢ the children
who attended half-day kindergarten received a lower percentage of less-
than~satisfactory conduct marks in nine areas.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the conauct marks
assigned and membership in the experimental and control groups were
significantly associated in three conduct areas in which the full-day
kindergarten children received higher conduct marks. These areas were
puts forth best e¢ffort, obeys playground rules, and respects property
of others.

Table XX contains the second grade report card conduct marks for the
1978-1979 experimental and control groups.

The results show that in all 12 conduct areas the children who
attended full-day kindergarten received a larger percentage of satis-
factory conduct marks in second grade than did children who attended
half~day kindergarten. The full-day kindergarten children also had a
lower percentage of less~than-satisfactory conduct marks in 21 of the 24
conduct areas that were rated I (Improvement Shown) or N (Needs
Improvement).

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the conduct marks
assignzd and membership in the experimental and control groups were
significantly associated in seven conduct areas in which the full-day
kindergarten children received higher conduct marks. These areas were
shows self-confidence, follows directions, works independently, uses time
wisely, puts forth best effort, obeys playground rules, and respeccts
property of others.

Table XXI shows the third grade report card conduct marks for
the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups.

The third grade conduct marks on report cards for children who
attended full-day kindergarten in 1578-1979 continued to be higher than
for children who attended half-day kindergarten. The results show that
the experimental group children had a higher percentage of satisfactory
marks than the control group children in 11 of the 12 areas with the control
group receiving higher conduct marks only in the area of works well with
others. The experimencal group had a lower percentage of less-than-satis-
factory conduct marks in 21 of the 24 conduct areas that were rated 1
(Improvement Shown) or N (Needs Improvement).




TABLE XX

SECOND GRADE CONDUCT MARKS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im- Needs
Satis- |provement| Im-

Conduct factcery [Shown provement | Chi-
Area Group N f %2 £ % f % Square P
Respects Full-Day | 76| 76] 100| O ol O 0 4.03 N.S.
Authority Half-Day | 97} 92 95 3 31 2 2

Shows Self- | Full-Day | 76] 75| 99| 1 1} O 0 |22.28 < .01
Confidence | Half-Day | 97} 70| 721 11 11| 16 16

Uses Self- | Full-Day | 76| 52| 68| 7 9i 17 22 1.48 N.S.
Control Half-Day | 97| 58 60 1] 13 13} 26 27

Follows Full-Day | 76| 72y 95| 1 1] 3 4 §11.09 < .01
Directions | Half-Day { 97| 74| 76| 8 81 15 15
Works Inde- | Full-Day | 76| 71 93 1 1 4 5 13.77 < .01
pendently Half-Day { 97| 69| 71| 4 41 24 25
Uses Time Full-Day | 76| 60| 79] 5 7] 11 14 | 13.92 < ,01
Wisely Half-Day | 97} 50| 52| 17 18| 30 31
Uses Materi- Full-Day | 76} 72| 95 1 1 3 4 0.86 N.S.
als Wisely | Half-Day | 97| 89| 92§ 1 1y 7 7

Puts Forth | Full-Day | 76| 66 871 1 1f 9 12 8.00 < .05
Best Effort| Half-Day | 97| 69 71| 10 10] 18 19
Works Well | Full-Day | 76 72 95( 2 31 2 3 1.80 N.S.
With Others | Half-Day [ 97| 90| 93| 1 1y 6 6

istens Full-Day | 76| 67| 38| 8 11 1 1 4.27 N.S.
Attentively| Half-Day | 97| 78| 80| 11 11| 8 8
Obeys Play-} Full-Day 76| 73 96 1 1 2 3 10.99 < .01
ground Ruleg Half-Day | 97| 77| 79| 14 14] 6 6
Respects
Property of | Full-Day | 76| 76| 100| O 0 O 0 8.32 < .05
Others Half-Day | 97 87 90| 5 5 5 5
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TABLE XXI
THIRD GRADE CONDUCT MARKS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im- Needs
Satis- |provement! Im-
Conduct factory ;Shown provement | Chi-
Area Group N £f17 £z £f| % Square
Respects Full-Day| 74 731 99 1 1 0] O 4.01 N.S.
Authority Half-Day| 92 85| 92 3 3 4 4
Shows Self- | Full-Day| 74 731 99 111 0: O 13.62 .01
Confidence | Half-Day| 92 741 80 9 |10 9110
Uses Self- | Full-Day| 74 511 69 | .4 {19 9112 3.98 .S.
Control Half-Day| 92 60| 65 | 11 |12 21123
Follows Full-Day| 74 70| 95 213 21 3 14.74 .01
Directions | Half-Day| 92 66| 72 81+t 9 18| 20
Works Inde- | Full-Day| 74 691 93 11 41 5 3.96 .S.
pendantly Half-Day| 92 78) 85 71 8 71 8
Uses Time Full-Day| 74 62} 84 4 5 83111 6.20 .05
Wisely Half-Day| 92 62 67 71 8 23125
Uses Materi— Full-Day| 74 71} 96 31 4 0| O 5.55 .S.
als Wisely | Half-Day| 92 86 93 111 51 5
Puts Forth Full-Day| 74 68| 92 0 0 6 8 12.49 .01
Best Eifort | Half-Day| 92 66| 72 9 |10 17| 18
Works Well | Full-Day{ 74 69 93 0| 0 5 7 5.31 .S.
With Others | Half-Day!| 92 89} 97 2] 2 11 1
Listers Fuil-Day| 74 71| 96 1| 1 2 3 4.09 .S.
Attentively | Half-Day| 92 80| 87 3 3 9110
Obeys Play- | Full-Day| 74 74|100 0| O 0 O 8.56 .05
ground Ruleq Half-Day| 92 82| 8¢9 8| 9 21 2
Respects
Property of | Full-Day| 74 741100 0] O 0j ©O 4.15 .S.
Others Half-Day| 92 87| 95 21 2 3] 3
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T'ie chi-square test of independence revealed that the conduc* marks
assigned and membership in the experimental and control groups were sig-
nificantly associated in five conduct areas in which the full-day kinder-
garten children received higher conduct marks. These areas were shows
self-confidence, follows directions, uses time wisely, puts forth best
effort, and obeys playground rules.

Table XXII shows che first grade report card conduct marks for the
1979-1980 experimental and control groups.

The results show that the children whe attended full-day kindergarten
received a higher percentage of satisfactory conduct marks in first grade
in 10 of the 12 conduct areas. They also received a lowcr percentage of
less-than-satisfactory conduct marks in 17 of the 24 conduct areas that
were rated I (Improvemznt Shown) or N (Needs Imprcvement).

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the conduct marks
assigned and membership in the experimental and ~ontrol groups were sig-
nificantly associated in four conduct areas in which the fvll-day kinder-
garten children received higher conduct marks. These areas were shows
seif-confidence, works well with others, obeys playground rules, and
respects property of others. The cbi-square test of independence also
revealed that the conduct marks assigned and membership in the experi-
mental and control groups were significantly associated in one area, uses
self-control, in which the half-day kindergarten children received higher
conduct marks.

Table XXIII shows the second grade report card conduct marks for the
1979-1980 experimental and control groups.

The table shows that the children who attended full-day kindergarten
received a higher percentage of satisfactory conduct marks in rz2cond
grade in 11 of the 12 conduct areas. They also received a lower percent-
age of less-than-satisfactory conduct marks in 21 of the 24 conduct areas
that were rated I (Improvement Shown) or N (Needs Improvement).

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the conduct marks
assigned and membership in the experimental and control groups were sig-
nificantly associated in six conduct areas in which the full-day kinder-
garten children received higher conduct marks. These areas were shows
self-contidence, works independently, uses time wisely, listens attan-
tively, obeys playground rules, and respects property of others.

Table XXIV summarizes the five preceding tables of €irst, second,
and third grade conduct marks for the 1978-1979 kindergarten students
and the first and second grade conduct marks for the 1979-1980 kinder-
garten students. It also lists the number of times that the full-day
kindergarten students had higher percentages than the half-day kinder-
garten students.
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TABLE XXII

FIRST GRADE CONDUCT MARKS
FOR 1979-1980 KINDERGARTEN ST’ 'DENTS

]Im— Needs
Satis- |provement| Im-
Conduct factory |Shown provement Chi-
Area Group N A £ 7 1 £ % Square| t
Respects Full-bay| 114 101| 89 61 5 71 6 1.24 N.S.
Authority Half-Day| 112 | 104! 93 4 4 4 4
Shows Self- | Full-Day| 114 107§ 94 41 4 3] 3 15.54 < .01
Confidence |Half-Day] 112| 84| 75 | 19| 17 91 8
Uses Self- |Full-Day| 114} 60 | 53 { 28| 25 26 | 23 9.91 < .01
Control Half-Day | 112} 75 | 67 | 28| 25 91 8
Follows Full-Day| 114| 98 | 86 | 12 |11 41 4 2.08 N.S,
Directions |Half-Day| 112 89 | 79 | 15} 13 81 7
Works Inde- |{Full-Day| 1141| 89 | 78 | 12 {11 13 |11 0.46 N.S.
pendently Haif-Day | 112 | 84 | 75 | 1513 13 |12
Uses Time Full-Day| 114 | 76 { 67 | 24 |21 14 |12 0.07 N.S.
Wisely Half-Day{ 112 | 74 | 66 ! 251 22 13 |12
Uses Materi-|Full-Day| 114 {109 | 96 21 3 21 2 4.13 N.S.
als Wisely jHalf-Day| 112} 99 | 88 9| 8 41 4
Puts Forth |[Full-Day| 114 85 7 17 | 15 11 |10 4.43 N.5.
Best Effort |Half-Day| 112 70 | 63 | 2522 17 | 15
Wurks Well |Full-Dayj 114104 | 91 41 4 6| 5 6.07 < .05
With Others |Half-Day| 112] 96 | 86 | 13 |12 3 3
Listens Full-Dav| 114} 95 | 83 | 11|10 81 7 0.68 N.S.
Attentively |Half-Day! 112} 92 | 82 | 14 | 13 61 5
Obeys Play- |Full-Day| 114 {109 ;| 96 41 4 1] 1 10.47 < .01
ground RulesiHalf-Day | 112 92 { 82 | 17 |15 3: 3
Respects
Property of |Full-Day| 114 {111 | 97 2| 2 1{ 1 8.96 < .05
Others Half-Day | 1121 97 | 87 | 11|10 4 4
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TABLE XXIII

SECOND CitADE CONDUCT MARKS
FOR 1979-1980 KINDERGARTEN STUNENTS

r | Im- Needs T
Satis- |provem.:nt; Im-

Conduct factory [Shown provement Chi -
Area Group N £f 17 £f1 7% fl1 7 Squaze
Respects Full-Day|{ 110 103| 94 31 3 41 4 1.62
Authority Half-Day | 102 98| 96 31 3 1|1
Shows Self- | Full-Day | 110 | 109{ 99 0} 0 11 9.70 .01
Confidence | Half-Day| 102| 91| 89 1( 1 10 | 10
Uses Self~ | Full-Day| 110| 67| 61 { 14| 13 29 | 26 0.38
Control Haif-Day| 102 | 58| 57 | 15} 15 26 | 28
Follows Full-Pay! 110 98| 89 6| 5 6t 5 2.70
Directions | Half-Day| 102| 83| 81 81 8 11 |11
Works .‘nde- | Full-Day| 11¢| 97| 88 81 7 51 5 21.53 .01
pendently Half-Day| 102 | 63| 62 | 15| 15 24 ) 24
Uses Time Full-Day| 110| 72| 65 | 12 {11 26 | 24 7.42 .05
Wisely Half-Day | 102 | 48| 47 19 | 19 35 | 34
Uses Materi-| Full-Day| 110 102{ 93 2| 2 6] 5 3.12
als Wisely |Balf-Day| 102| 93{ 91 | 6| 6 31 3
Puts Forth | Full-Day| 110| 78| 71 8¢ 7 24 | 22 5.25
Best Effort | Half-Day | 102 58] 57 15115 29 | 28
Works Well | Full-Day| 110]| 100| 91 51 5 51 5 3.26
With Others | Half-Day| 102{ 85| 83 | 11|11 6| 6
Listens Full-Day| 110 92 84 | 11| 10 71 6 18.57 .01
Attentively | Half-Day| 102 | 58| 57 30129 14 | 14
Cbeys Play- | Full-Day{ 110| 102]| 99 01 o 1] 1 49.88 .01
ground Rulesj Half-Day| 102 | 62§ 61 | 20| 2C 20 | 20
Respects
Property of | Full-Day | 110| 108| 98 111 1( 1 27.44 .01
Others Half-Day) 102 75| 74 | 21}21 6| 6
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TABLE XXI1V
SUMMARY OF HIGHER PERCENTS OF CONDUCT MARKS
AND CASES IN WHICH FAVORABLE MARKS AND GROUP MEMBERSHIP
WERE SIGNIFICANTLY ASSOCIATED FROM TABLES XIX TO XXIII

Significant
Hi P
gher Percents Association
Im- Needs Between Favorable
Conduct Satis- provement Im- Marks and Group
Area Group factory Shown provement Membership
Respects Full-Day 2 2 3 0
Authority Half-Day 3 2 2 0
|

Shows Self- Full-Day 5 0 0 4
Confidernce Half-Day 0 5 5 0
Uses Self- Full-Day 3 1 2 0
Control Half-Day 2 3 3 ]
Follows Full-Day 4 1 0 2
Directions Half-Day 1 4 5 0
Works Inde- Full-Day 4 1 0 2
pendently Half-Day 1 4 5 0
Uses Time Full-Day 4 1 0 3
Wisely Half-Day 1 4 4 0
Uses Materi- | Full-Day 5 1 1 0
als Wisely Half~Day 0 3 4 0
Puts Forth Full-Day 5 0 0 3
Best Effort Half-Day 0 5 5 0
Works Well Full-Day 4 1 3 1
With Others Half-Day 1 4 2 0
Listens Full-Day 4 1 2 1
Attentively Half-Day 1 3 3 0
Obeys Play- Full-Day 5 0 0 5
ground Rules | Half-Day 0 5 5 0
Respects
Property of Full-Day 5 0 0 4
Others Half-Day 0 5 5 0
Total Full-Day 50 9 11 25

Half-Day 10 47 48 1
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The results show that children who attended full-day kindergarten
received a higher percentage of satisfactory conduct marks 50 times out
of a possible total of 60. The full-day kindergarten children received
less-than~satisfactory conduct marks 20 times out of a possible total of
120. There were five instances in which the number of less-than-satis-
factory conduct marks was the same.

The chi-square test of independence was utilized five times for each
of the 12 conduct areas. The test revealed that the conduct marks assigned
and membership in the experimental and control groups were significantly
associated 25 times out of 60 in which the full-day kindergarten children
received higher conduct marks and in one area (uses self-control) in
whicl, the half-day kindergarten children received higher conduct marks.
The full-day kindergarten group received significantly favorable conduct
marks for these areas: obeys playground rules (5), shows self-confidence
(4), respects property of others (4), uses time wisely (3), puts forth
best effort (3), follows directions (2), works indepenaently (2), works
well with others (1), and listens attentively (1).
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Nonpromotion

Children enrolled in kindergarten in the four experimental and four
control schools in June 1979 aud June 1980 were compared to the grade
levels of children in June 1982 to identify those promoted to a higher
grade and those nonpcomicted. The nonpromoted infurmation refers only
to those children wh: were still enrclled in the same school in June
1982 ar.. does not involve children in the 1978-1979 or 1979~1980
kindergarten groups wino moved t( other scliools. Children who were
nonpromoted as a result of being placed in special education were
included in the ronpromotion totals.

Table XXV shows the rate of nonpromotion for the 1978-1979 and
1979-1980 experimental and control groups.

TABLE XXV
RATE OF NONPROMOTION FOR
1978-1979 AND 1979-1980 KINDL.RGARTEN STUDENTS

L
Promoted Nonpromoted Chi-
Group N f YA f % Square P
i
1978-1979
Full-Day 81 74 91 7 9 4.28 <.01
Half-Day 108 87 81 21 19
1979-1980
Full-Day 115 110 96 5 4 9.26 <.01
Half-Day 114 95 83 19 17
e—— - —

The results show that a higher percentage of children were nonpromoted
from the group of children who attended half-day kindergarten. Nineteen
percent of the children who attended half-day kindergarten in 1678-1979
were nonpromoted at the end of kindergarten, grade one, grade two, or grade
three; and 9 percent of the children who attended full-day kindergarten
were nonpromoted. Seventeen percent of the children who attended half-day
kindergarten in 1979-1980 were nonpromoted at the end of kindergarten,
grade one, or grade two; and 4 percent of the children who attended full-
day kindergarten were nonpromoted.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the probability was
less than 1 in 100 that the observed findings could have occurred by

chance and that the rate of nonpromotion and membership in the experimental
and control groups had a significant association.
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Table XXVI shows the 1988 status of the 1978-1979 and 1979-1980 experi-
mental and control groups including promotion, nonpromotion, special educa-
tion, and withdrawal from the school system. The percentages for the full-

day students varied from 53 to 58 percent promoted, 7 to 9 percent nonpro-
moted, 4 to 6 percent placed in special education, and 30 to 32 percent
withdrawn from the school system. The percentages for the half-day students
varied from 50 to 52 percent promoted, 9 to 15 percent nonpromoted, 2 to 3
percent placed in special education, and 30 to 38 percent withdrawn from the
school system.

TABLE XXVI1
STATUS OF 1978-1979 and 1979-1980
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS IN 1988

o
Special
Promoted Nonpromoted £ducation Withdrawn
Group N f A f A f % f Z
1978-1979
Ful” -Day 181 96 53 17 9 10 6 58 32
Half-Day 213 107 50 20 9 5 2 81 38
1979-1980
Full-Day 223 130 58 15 7 8 4 70 30
Half- Dav 197 102 52 30 15 6 3 59 30
" |

The chi-square for the 1978-1979 group was 3.74 and not significant.
The frequencies in each category were found to be independent of membership
in the full- or half-day group.

For the 1979-1980 group, the chi-square was 8.02. There is less than
5 percent probability that the frequencies in each category were independent
of the full- or half-day kindergarten group membership.

Piers-Harris Children’s Self-Concept Scale

The Piers-Harris Children's Self-Concept Scale was administered to
children in both the experimental and control groups in the fall of 1982
when students from 1978-1979 were in fourth grade and students from 1979-
1980 were in third grade. The statistical t-test was performed to determine
if there was a significant difference between the mea.as of the scores of the
full-day and half-day kindergarten students. [he results of the test are
summarized in Table XXVII which shows the mean scores for all groups and
the results of the t-tests.
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TABLE XXVII

PIERS-HARRIS
CHILDREN’S SELF-CONCEPT SCALE

RESULTS
Group N Mean S.D. t P
1978-1979
Full-Day 78 58.99 12.21 1.98 < .05
Half-Day 93 54.81 14.83
1979-1980 |
Full-Day 98 60.48 12.19 1.08 N.S.
Half-Day 93 58.41 14.22

The 1978-1979 full-day kindergarten children had higher self-concept
scores than the half-day kindergarten children with a mean score of 58.99
compared to a mean score of 54.81 for half-day kindergarten children.

The full-day kindergarten children scored significantly higher with the
statistical t-test showing t = 1.98 and p <.05.

The 1979-1980 full-day kindergarten children had higher self-concept
scores with a mean score of 60.48 compared to a mean score of 58.41 for
half-day kindergarten children. However, the difference was not signifi-
cantly higher with the statistical t-test showing t = 1.08.

Table XXVIII gives the equivalent percentile ranks and stanines for
the mean scores of the experimental and control groups. All groups,
full-day and half-day, had higher means than the normative sample for the
test which had a mean of 51.84.
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TABLE XXVIII
PERCENTILE RANKS AND STANINES
FOR PIERS-HARRIS CHILDREN’S
SELF-CONCEPT SCALE

Group Mean Percentile Rank Stanine
1978-1979

Full-Day 58.99 66 6
Half-Day 54.81 52 5
1979-1980

Full-Day 60.48 69 6
Half-Day 58.41 63 6

the results of the Piers-Harris Children's Self-Concept Scale show
that children who attended full-day kindergarten had higher scores than
those wno attended half-day kindergarten and that those scores were
51gn1f1cart1y higher for those children who were in the 1978-1979 group.

Achievement Tests

Task Observation Assessment

Data organized from the Kindergarten Task Otservation Assessment given
in May 1980 were used to obtain a limited indication of the psychomotcr,
affective, linguistic, and cognitive growth of full-day and half-day kinder-
garten students. This was developed to use firsthand observations as an
evaluation technique. The statistical chi-square test of independence was
used to determine whether there were any significant differences in the task
performances of full-day and half-day kindergarten students. The number of
acceptable and nonacceptable performances for each task is listed in
Table XXIX, and a copy of the Task Observation Assessment with full-day
kindergarten student responses and another with half-day xindergarten
student responses follow.
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TABLE XXIX
RESULTS OF TASK OBSERVATION ASSESSMENT
Task Full-Day| Half-Day Total x? P
1l Acceptable 40 4C 8t 0.00 N.S.
Nonacceptable 0 0 C
2 Acceptable 40 40 80 0.00 N.S.
Nonacceptable 0 0 0
i
3  Acceptable 34 31 65 0.33 N.S.
Nonacceptable 6 9 15
4  Acceptable 31 38 69 3.79 N.S.
Nonacceptable 9 2 11
5 Acceptable 26 22 48 0.47 N.S.
Nonacceptable 14 18 32
6 Acceptable 24 34 58 5.08 <.05
Nonacceptable 16 6 22
7 Acceptable 32 30 62 0.07 N.S.
Nonacceptable 8 10 I
8 Acceptable 39 35 75 0.85 N.S.
Nonacceptable 1 4 5
9  Acceptable 24 26 50 0.05 N.S.
Nonacceptable 16 14 30
10a Acceptable 3 7 10 1.03 N.S.
Nonacceptable 37 33 70
10b Acceptable 12 20 32 2.55 N.S.
Nonacceptable 28 20 48
10c Acceptable 13 13 26 0.00 N.S.
Nonacceptable 27 27
11  Acceptable 30 37 67 3.31 N.S.
Nonacceptable 10 3 13 —
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TASK OBSERVATION ASSESSMENT
KINDERGARTEN STUDENT
RESPONSES OF FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

School

Boy Girl
a. Acceptable answer or performance
b. Nonacceptable answer or performance a b
1. What color is this? (Red) 40

2. Point to the letter that has a circle
in it. (wb t 1) 40

3. If you saw your best friend standing on
the playground crying, what would you do? 34 6

4. Stand on one foot as long as you can. Wait
until I say go. (Acceptable if they stand
for 8 seconds.) 31 9

5. Hop four times like a bunny. 26 14

6. If you had one cookie and two of your friends
asked for it, what would you do? 24 16

7. I'm going to ask you to do three things. Do
them exactly like I say. Pat your head, touch

your nose, and turn around. 32 8
8. Draw a triangle for me. 39 1
9. Listen carefully and see if you can tell me the

answer to this problem.

Billy's mother had four cookies.

Billy ate one and Susie ate one.

How many cookies are left? 24 16
10, What does this word say? (bat) 3 37

If they can't tell you, ask the following:

Can you tell me what each letter says? 12 28

Now can you tell me the word? 13 27

11. Child was friendly and confident. 39 Child seemed shy and unsure. 10
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TASK OBSERVATION ASSESSMENT

KINDERGARTEN STUDENT
RESPONSES OF HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

School %
Boy Girl | ‘
a. Acceptable answer or performance
b. Nonacceptable answer or performance a b
I. What color is this? (Red) 40 0

2. Point to the letter that has a circle
in it. (Wb t 1) 40 0

3. If you saw your best friend standing on
the playground crying, what would you do? 31 9

4. Stand on one foot as long as you can. Wait
until I say gou. (Acceptable if they stand
for 8 seconds.) 38 2

TaTAITAYT
sasaay .

5. Hop four times like

6. 1If you had one cookie and two of your friends

asked for it, what would you do? 34 6
7. 1'm going to ask you to do three things. Do
them exactly like I say. Pat vour head. touch 30 10
your nose, aad turn around.
8. Draw a triangle for me. 36 4
9. Listen carefully and see if you can tell me the
answer to this problem.
Billy's mother had four cookies.
Billy ate one and Susie ate one.
How many cookies are left? 26 14
10. What does this word say? (bat) 7 33
1f they can't tell you, ask the following:
E Can you tell me what each letter says? 20 20
! 13 27

Now can you tell me the word?

11. Child was friendly and confident. 37

Child seemed shy and unsure. 5




After the chi-square test of independence was performed for each task
to determine whether there were significant differences between the task
performances, a significant difference was found in only one task. On
number 6, half-day students performed at a significantly higher ievel than
full-day students. However, the reader should realize that there was no
right or wrong solution to this task. The acceptance of a child's solution
was left to the discretion of the four teachers who administered the asseqs—
ment. Therefore, the reliability of this task observation assessment is
questionahble,

Boehm Test of Basic Concepts

The Boehm Test of Basic Concepts was given only to full-day kinder-
garten students. Form A was given as a pretest in September of 1979, and
Form B was administered in April of 1980 as a posttest. Scores obtained
from Evansville's full-day kindergarten students were compared to the
average socioeconomic norms established for the Boehm Test. The statis-
tical t-test was performed on both the Evansville full-day students and
the norm group to determine if there was any achievement difference between
the two groups.

Summarized statistical analysis is shown in Table XXX.

TABLE XXX
1979-1980 BOEHM TEST SCORES FOP FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN
STUDENTS AND THE BOEHM MIDDLE
SCCIOECONOMIC NORM GROUP

Evansvillie N Norm Group Middle
Full-Day Kdgn. Students| Socioeconomic Level
Percentile Percentile
N Mean Rank N Mean Rank t D
Fall Testing 203 36.25 65 912 31.80 50 7.79 }<.005
Spring Testing [227 43.07 85 453 35.30 45 15.29 |<.005
—— -

When the mean score of the pretest (36.25) for the Evansville full-
day kindergarten students was compared to the norm group, average socioeco-
nomic status, the percentile rank was 65. This was compared to a 31.80
mean score for the norm group which had a percentile rank of 50. The full-
day kindergarten students in Evansville ranked 15 percent higher than the
norm group. This might have been due to Head Start and nursery school
experiences. The mean score of full-day kindergarten students on the post-
test (43.07) had a percentile rank of 85, using mid-year norms, and the
norm group had a mean score of 35.30 which had a percentile rank of 45.
Therefore, the full-day kindergarten students ranked 40 percent higher than
the norm group. The change from a percentile rank of 65 to 85 suggested
that the full-day kindergarten students progressed more than the norm group
between the fall and mid-year testing. When the mean of the scores of the




fall testing for the full-day kindergarten students was compared with the mean
of the scores of the spring administration, it was found that the spring scores
were significantly higher (t = 17.98, p <.005). Boehm Test results from each
of the full-day kindergarten schools are presented in Table X¥XI for further
evaluation.

TABLE XXXI
BOEHM TEST RESULTS BY SCHOOLS

m“—
School N 1% sz X 02
School 1 - Room 1

Pretest 26 833 27611 32.04 36.92
Posttiest 33 1313 52977 39.79 22.98
School 1 - Room 2
Pretest 28 983 35639 35.11 41.80
Posttest 38 1545 63480 40.68 15.74
School 2
Pretest 52 1743 50613 33.51 42.92
Posttest 61 2620 114530 42.95 33.31
School 3
Pretest 58 2216 87568 38.21 50.90
Posttest 56 2564 118128 45.79 13.34
School 4
Pretest 39 1584 65412 40.62 28.35
Posttest 39 1735 78085 44 .49 23.68
R —
N = Number
X = Sum of raw scores
Exz = Sum of raw scores squared
X = Mean
0% = Variance

California Achievement Tests

Data collected from the administration of the California Achievement
Tests in April of 1979 and in March of 1980 were analyzed to determine
whether there were any differences in cognitive achievement betweer full-
day and half-day kindergarten students. To determine whether or not the
gains made by the full-day kindergarten students were significantly dif-
ferent from those made by the half-day kindergarten students, the statistical
t-test was performed.

Mean scores for full-day and half-day kindergarten students on each
subtest of the California Achievement Tests are compar.d in Table XXXII.
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TABLE XXXII

MEAN SCORES OF FULL-DAY AND
HALF-DAY XINDERGARTEN STUDENTS
ON THE CAT IN 1979 AND 1980

1978-1979 1979-1980
e et | teat] ¢ | o fveat [uedt] ¢ | o
I. Listening for Information 14.44 12.62§6.92:<.009 13.83]13.02 3.23}<.005
II. Letter Forms 16.4¢ 15.07§ 4.14|<.00% 15.61}14.49 2.81|<.005
III. Letter Names 18.0¢ 17.5041.80<.05 f 17.01}16.97] 0.11]| N.s
II. & III. Alphabet Skills 34.4¢ 32.5873.311<.00% 32.79}31.5041.77|<.05
IV. Letter Sounds 17.83 15.00§ 6.71]<.00% 16.06)14.93 4.61<.005
V. Visual Discrimination 14.61) 13.2934.01 <.00ﬂ 14.53413.6732.416{<.01
VI. Sound Matching 24.59 22.9713.20 <.OOS;23.90 23.16§ 1.35(<.05
V. & VI. Visual and Auditory Discrimination 39.201 36.34f4.01 <.005;38.63 36.81§ 2.30|<.05
I. & VI. Prereading 106.09 96 50H5.922<.005h02.38 95.708 3.30}<.005
I1. Mathematics 1.21.51 17.29@7.64!<.003520.04 17.05:7.02 <.005
i* Fuil-day
‘**Half -day
e

FullToxt Provided by ERI
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Both years, 1979 and 1980, are included along with the results of the
statistical t-test.

Results show that except in one case (Test III, 1979-1980) ail
subtests and combined scores were significantly higher for full-day
kindergarten students when compared to the subtests and combined scores
of kaif-day kindergarten students. In 1979 the mean score for prereading
skills for full-day students was 106.09 compared to a 96.50 mean score
for half-day kindergarten students. Therefore, the achievement level of
full-day students was 9.59 points higher than half-dav students. In 1980
the full-day mean score in prereading was 102.38 compared to 95.70 for
half-day students, making full-day 6.68 points higher than half-day. The
mathematics results show the full-day mean score higher by 4.22 poircs in
1979 and higher by 2.9¢ points in 1980.

This significently higher achievement level, especially in prereading,
seemed to indicate that full-day kindergarten students were better
prepared academically for first grade than half-day kindergarten students.

Tables XXXIII and XXXIV show additional data that were obtained from
the California Achievement Tests results used in summarizing the information
found in Table XXXII.

Handwriting Evaluation Scale - Cursive

In the fall of 1982, a handwriting test was given to the 1978-1979
and 1979-1989 experimental and control groups. The Evaluation Scale-—
Cursive for grade three was used with the 1979-1980 group, and the
Evaluation Scale--Cursive for grade four was used with the 1978-1979 group.
Five areas werz rated on the test. These were letter formation, slant,
spacing, alignment and proportion, and line quality. 1.e handwriting tests
were rated 1, excellent; 2, good; 3, average; &4, fair; and 5, poor.

Table XXXV shows the ratings, mean scores, and results of the t-tests
for the experimental and control groups.

The groups who attended half-day kindergarten in both 1978-1979 and
1979-1980 had lower mean scores. Because the rating of 1 was high, and
5, low, a lower mean score indicated that the half-day kindergarten chil-
dren performed better on the Evaluation Scale--Cursive than did the
children who attended full-day kindergarten. The 1979-1980 control group
scored significantly higher than the experimental group with the statistical
t-test showing t = 2.08 and p <.05.

Gates-MacGir “ie Reading Tests

Follow-up data on the 1978-1979 full-day and half-day kindergarten
students were obtained from the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests that were
administered in April of 1980 to all first grade students. To make these
results more valid, only full-day and half-day students who had attended
kindergarten and first grade in the same school were used. The scores for
the students are provided in Table XXXVI and Table XXXVII.
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TABLE XXXIII

CAT SCORES OF FULL-DAY
AND HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN

STUDENTS IN 1979

80T

T
Fi1ll-Day Half-Day
- 2 - 2 . 2 -
Area Ty Y% X c Iy Y% X a
Listening
for Information 2542 | 375501 14.44 % 4.77 2738 ] 36520 1 12. 9.14
Letter Forms 2913 | 49411 16.46 ; 8.35 || 3271 | 52382 | 15. 14.24
Letter Names 3187 1 58493] 18.01 | 6.30 4 3798 | 68580 | 17. 9.75
| R
Total Alphabet Skills 6100 ! 2144521 34.46 1 24.01) 7069 239021 | 32. 40.47
Letter Sounds 3152 587881} 17.81 15.100 3255 | 52861 ! 15. 18.69
Y
Visual Discrimination 2586 39414 14.61 9.274 2858 ; 40468 | 13. 11.52
j f |
Sound ‘fatching 435% 110957 24.59 + 22.17i 4985 (120633 § 22. { 28.31
Total Visual/Auditory i x . '
Discrimination 6939 | 2796711 39.20 . 43.40§ 7813 [295596 ! 36.234 | 54.56
Prereading Total 18672 12015645 [106.09 ‘198.)7&20747 2071100 96.50 322.72
i '
M thematics 3808 | 88944 21.51 | 39.88” 3752 | 68582 ' 17.29:17.17}2

, ERIC|

N = Number

Ix,= Sum of raw scores

LX~ = Sum of raw ccores squared
X2 = Mean score

0 = Variance




TABLE XXXIV
CAT SCORES OF FULL-DAY
AND HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN
STUDENTS IN 1980

m

Full-Day Half-Day
Ar — —
ee N LY Z'xz X o || n 1Y Xxi X o || F D t p
Listening
for Information 223] 3085! 44117 13.83] 6.48}{199] 2590| 35056/13.02] 6.801.05| N.S.{3.23 k.005
Letter Forms 223| 2482 57336] 15.611 13.361199( 2884] 45686] 14.49) 19.65(1.47 {<.01 {2.81 K.005
Letter Names 228| 3878| 69404 17.C115.17)1199| 3377{ 60317/ 16.97|15.20/1.00| N.S.{0.11 | N.S.
H
Qo
0 Total Alphabet Skillsf223j 7312| 250292 32.79 47.46i{199] 6268| 209940]31.50] 63.20}|1.33]<.05 }1.77 k.05

Letter Sounds 78] 3662] 64900( 16.06 26.80)i199| 2972 49252{14.93 25.08]|1.07 | N.S.[4.61 <. 005

Visuc1l Discriminationj 225] 3269 50507 ] 14.531 13.45({198) 2706 39600] 13.67] 13.29;1.01 ] N.S.[2.416<.01

Sound Matching 229 54741 1382801 23.90 32.5911199] 4609| 1129651 23.16] 31.4011.04 N.S.}1.35[<.05
Total Visual/Auditory
Discrimination 225{ 8691) 350425] 38.63] 65.721198; 7289 281499|36.81] 66.84};1.02]| N.S.|2.30 {<.05
Prereading Total 217122216123552101102.36374.00(198 189481906290 95.70472.20:1.26 <.05 13.30 <.005|
I
Mathematics 2231 4469 93991 20.04!19.96 199 3392 61406{17.05 18.12i1.10! N.S.17.02 <.005|
N = Number
Zx2= Sum of raw scores
EX = Sum of raw scores squared A
X.= Mean score 1-’:\')
O2 = Vari
ariance
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TABLE XXXV
1982 HANDWRITING EVALUATION SCALE - CURSIVE
SCOREL> FOR 1978-1979 AND 1979-1980
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Rating
G:oup N 1§ 21 3] 415 Mean | S.D. t
1978-1979
Full-Day 741211012629 | 7 3.39 .93 1.08
Half-Day 891 2{15(139]| 26| 7 3.24 .90
1979-1980
Full-Day 981 2| 9137|141 9 3.47 .86 2.08
Half-Day 7711117128128 | 3 3.19 .87




TABLE XXXVI

1980 GATES-MacGINITIE SCORES FOR 1978-1979
FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

i
School | Area N £x Zx? X o?
1 Vocabulary 27 996 37770 36.89 39.56
Comprehensicn 802 24856 29.70 39.75
Total 1798 123508 66.59 145.17
2 Vocabulary 29 1195 50499 41.21 44.38
Comprehension 703 18313 24.24 45.40
Total 1898 128912 65.45 167.54
3 Vocabulary 13 321 9377 24.69 120.90
Comprekension 296 7806 22.77 88.96
Total 617 34135 47.46 404.27
4 Vocabulary 27 1159 50723 £2.93 37.38
Comprehension I 69C 18970 25.56 51.41
Total 1849 130805 68.48 160.87
Exper.
Total | Vocabulary 96 3671 148369 38.24 84.12
Comprehension o 2491 69945 25.95 55.88
Total 6162 417360 64.19 229.86
AR _

N = Number

X = Sun: of raw scores

EXZ = Sum of raw scores squares
X = Mean score

0% = Variance
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TABLE XXXVII
1980 GATES-MacGINITIE SCORES FOR 1978-1979
HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

School | Area N Ly nx? X Y
1 Vocabulary 27 1129 48083 41.81 33.62
Comprehension 711 14769 26.33 40.23
Total 1840 128940 68.15 136.44
2 Vocabulary 42 807 18717 19.21 78.32
Comprehension 731 15651 17.40 71.42
Total 1538 67442 36.62 271.27
3 Vocabulary 26 601 16051 23.12 86.35
Comprehension 540 12998 20.77 71.30
Total 1141 57507 43.88 297.39
4 Vocabulary 53 1484 46166 28.00 88.73
I Comprehension 1457 45437 | 27.49 | 103.52
Total 2941 180221 55.49 327.37

Control

Total Vocabulary lé4o 4021 129017 27.17 134.50
Comprehension 3439 93855 23.24 94.86
| Total 7460 434110 50.41 395.14

N = Number

LX = Sum of raw scores

Exz = Sum of raw scores squares
X = Mean score

0“ = Variance

Ny

Q. 1124~ J




The statistical t-test was performed to determine if there was a
significant difference between the full-day and half-day scores. Results
from the test are summarized in Table XXXVIIT which shows the mean scores
for both groups and the results of the t-test.

TABLE XXXVIII
1980 GATES-MacGINITIE RESULTS FOR
1978-1979 FULL-DAY AND HALF-DAY
KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

S o =

Full-Day Half-Day

Kindergarten | Kindergarten

N=96 N=148

Mean Mean t P
Vocabulary 38.24 27.17 8.29 < .005
Comprehension 25.95 23.24 2.45 < .0t
Total 64.19 50.41 6.12 , < .005
I R

Follow-up results show that the kindergarten.students who attended
full-day in 1978-1979 scored significantly higher than the kindergarten
students who attended half-day with the statistical t-test showing
t =6.12 and p <.005.

The total mean score for full-day was 64.19 compared to a total mean
score of 50.41 for half-day students. Therefore, the achievement level of
fuli-day students was 13.78 points higher than half-day students at the end

of their first grade year. In comparing the mean scores for vocabulary (38.24,

27.17) and for comprehension (25.95, 23.24), the full-day children were 11.07
points higher in vocabulary and 2.71 points higher in comprehension.

These results indicate that full-day kindergarten students continued
to achieve at a higher level during first grade than half-day kindergarten

students.

The Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests were administered to children in

the spring of 1982 when the 1978-1979 groups were in the third grade and
the 1979-1980 groups were in the second grade. The statistical t-test was
performed to determine whether there was a significant difference between
the means of the full-day and half-day kindergarten group scores. The
data from the tests are summarized in Table XXXIX which shows the mean
scores for both groups in vocabulary and comprehension and the results

of the t-tests.




TABLE XXXIX
1982 GATES-MacGINITIE
SCORES FOR 1978-1979 AND 1979-1980

KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Area Group N Mean S.D. t P

1978-1979

Vocabulary Full~Day 74 40.34 6.03 .35 .05
Half-Day 90 37.67 8.02

Comprehension| Full-Day 74 35.47 8.20 .14 .05
Half~Day 90 32.60 8.71

1979-1980

Vocabulary Full-Day 109 36.98 6.99 .79 .05
Half-Dav 100 34.93 9.43

Comprehension| Full-Day 109 25.30 6.18 .84 .05
Half-Day 100 23.48 8.05
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The results of the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests show that the chil-
dren who attended full-day kindergarten in 1978-1979 and 1979- 1980 had
higher mean scores in vocabulary and comprehension. For both the 19/8-1979
and 1979-1980 groups, the results ot the t-test show that the vocabulary
and comprehension scores were significantly higher for the children who
had attended full-day kindergarten.

Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills

In the spring of 1982, the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills were
administered to children in the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups.
The statistical t-test was performed tc determine whether there was a
significant difference between the means of the full-day and half-day
kindergarten gr~up scores. The data from the tests are summarized in
Table XL which shows the mean scores for both groups in 14 areas and the
results of the t-tests.

The results of the Comprehens ve Tests of Basic Skills show that in
all 14 areas of the test the children who attended full-day kindergarten
in 197¢-1979 had higher mean scores than the children whc attended half day
kindergarten. The statistical t-test shows that the mean scores of chil-
dren in full-day kindergarten were significantly higher in the following
areas: word attack, vocabulary, comprehension, total reading, language
mechanics, total language, computation, mathematics conclusions and
epplications, total mathematics, and total battery.

The Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills were given to fifth grade
students in March of 1984 and to seventh grade students in March of 1986.
The scores used for these comparisons, as shown in Table XLI and Table
XLII, were normal curve equivalents (NCEs).

The results of the fifth grade Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
show that in all 14 areas of the test the students who attended full-day
kindergarten in 1978-1979 had higher mean scores than the students who
attended half-day kindergarten. The statistical t-test shows that the
mean scores of students in the full-day kindergarten program were signifi-
cantly higher in the following areas: vocabulary, comprehension, total
reading, spelling, language mechanics, total language, computation, total
mathematics, reference skills, and total battery.

The seventh grade mean scores of the students who attended full-day
kindergarten were higher in every test than for those who attended
for a half day. The statistical t-test shows that the mea2 scores of
students who attended full-day kindergarten were significantly higher in
the following areas: comprehension, srelling, expression, total language,
science, social studies, and total battery.

Table XLIIT provides a summary of the levels of significance in the
subtesis of the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills administered in grades
three, five, and seven to the 1978-1979 kindergarten students. Students
who had attended full- or half-day kindergarten were compared a total of
42 times. The mean scores of students who attended full-day kindergarten
were higher in cvery test in all three grades and significantly so in 27
of the 42 comparisons. The total battery was significantly higher in
favor of the full-day kindergarten students all three years.
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TABLE XL
THIRD GRADE
SCORES ON COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS
Area Group N Mean S.D. t P
Word Attack Full-Day 74 648.61 45.25 3.041 < .01
Half-Day 91 622.96 59.49
Vocabulary Full-Day 74 636.03 42.03 2.171 < .05
Half-Day 91 618.65 57.06
Comprehension | Full-Day 74 645.27 51.61 2.89 | < .01
Half-Day 9] 618.97 62.45
Total Full-Day 74 640.89 44.32 2.70 | < .01
Reading Half-Day 91 619.00 56.50
Total Full-Day 74 615.61 46.04 1.53 N.S.
Spelling Half-Day 91 603.99 48.17
Mechanics Full-Day 74 649.80 32.89 2.57 1 < .01
Half-Day 91 633.93 43.65
Expression Full-Day 74 658.19 69.75 1.61 N.S.
Half-Day 91 639.25 78.52
Total Full-Day 74 654.23 40.68 2.29{ < .05
Language Half-Day 91 636.82 53.68
Computation Full-Day 74 672.76 34.25 2.57 1 < .01
Half-Day 91 657.10 41.89
Conclusions, Full-Day 74 647.70 39.65 2.801 < .91
Applications | Half-Day 91 629.47 42.77
Total Full-Day 74 660.43 32.99 2.941 < .01
Mathematics Half-Day 91 643.52 39.24
Total Full-Day 74 651.84 32.02 2.99 | < .01
Battery Half-Day 91 633.07 45.22
Science Full-Day 74 609.81 39.15 0.76 N.S.
Hzalf-Day 91 604.09 55.14
Social Full-Day 74 645.77 37.82 0.68 N.S.
Studies Half-Day 91 640.89 51.27
116
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TABLE XLI
FIFTH GRADE
SCORES ON COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS

FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full-Day Hal f-Day

Area N Mean S.D. N Mean S.D. t P
Vocabul ary 105 57.13 16.88 103 51.50 18.87 2.27 < .05
Comprehension 105 54.63 16.99 103 50.43 16.44 1.81 < .05

Total Reading 105 55.42 1¢.50 103 50.65 17.34 2.03 < .05
Spelling 105 52.75 16.70 103 47.31 16.29 2.38 < .01
Mechanics 105 59.02 19.37 103 53.85 19.78 1.90 < .05
Expression 105 53.34 16.16 103 49.69 17.51 1.56 N.S.

Total Languige 105 56.7°7 17.82 103 52.19 18.83 1.79 < .05
Computation 105 63.41 21.16 103 55.34 17.97 2.96 < .01
Concepts and 105 53.70 17.09 103 51.53 14.43 0.99 N.S.

Applications

Total Mathematics 105 58.40 19.02 103 53.96 15.67 1.83 < .05

TOTAL BATTERY 105 55.84 16.80 103 50.88 16.16 2.17 < .0%S
Reference Skills 105 54.40 20,34 102 49.75 19.86 1.66 < .05
Science 105 55.42 19.17 103 53.29 19.03 0.80 N.S.
Social Studies 105 54.91 16.95 103 £3.03 15.65 0.239 N.S.
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TABLE XLII
SEVENTH GRADE

SCORES ON COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full~Day Hal f~Day
N Mean S.D. N Mean S.D. t p
Vocabul ary 92 55.82 13.56 1C7 53.89 16.95 0.89 N.S
Comerehension 92 658.52 16.02 107 54.46 16.28 1.77 .05
Total Reading 92 57.13 14.29 107 54.31 16.23 1.29 N.S.
Spelling 93 58.60 15.67 107 51.42 16.52 3.14 .01
Mechanics 93 62.02 16.68 107 58.55 18.15 1.40 N.S.
Expression 93 €1.99 16.5/ 107 56.97 17.21 2.09 .05
Total Language 93 62.06 16.31 107 57.76 17.80 1.77 .05
Computation 93 61.83 16.13 107 60.68 16.50 0.50 N.S
Concepts and
Applications 23 60.23 17.32 107 57.75 15.65 1.06 N.S.
Total Mathematics 93 60.06 16.57 107 68.02 1£.48 0.90 N.S
TOTAL BATTERY 92 60.37 15.27 107 56.56 16.62 1.67 .05
Reference Skills 93 58.29 15.43 107 54.57 17.10 1.61 N.S
Science 93 60.03 16,43 107 55.98 16.80 1.72 05
Social Studies 91 59.42 16.44 107 54.68 17.03 1.98 0s
Y S
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TABLE XLIII
SUMMARY OF LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE
ON SUBTESTS OF COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS
IN GRADES THREE, FiVE, AND SEVEN
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

N
Grade 3 Grade 5 Grade 7

Area P P P
Word Attack < .01 Not Tested Not Tested
Vocabulary < .05 < .05 N.S.
Comprehension < .01 < .05 < .05

Total Reading < .01 < .05 N.S.
Spelling N.S < .01 < .01
Mechanics < .01 < .05 N.S.
Expression N.S. N.S. < .05

Total Language < .05 < .05 < .05
Computation < .01 < .01 N.S.
Conclusicns, Concepts,

Applications < .01 N.S. N.S.

Total Mathematics < .01 < .05 N.S.
Total Battery < .01 < .05 < .05
Reference Skills Not Tested < .05 N.S.
Science N.S N.S. < .05
Social Studies N.S N.S. < .05
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Extracurricular Activities

Middle school students in the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation
have _.he opportunity to participate in many extracurricular activities, most of
which occur after school. Bus transportation is provided for these programs.

Academic Academy

The Academic Academy is an after-~school program that provides oppor-
tunities for students to participate in choir, drame, forensics, and
special activities involving computers, mathematics, and science.

Table XLIV shows the participation of students who attended kindergarten in
the four full-day kindergarten schools and matcnine half-day kindergarten
schools in the middle s_li00l Academic Academy.

The results show that the sixth grade students who attended full-day
kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in choir, drama,
mathematics, and science; and the students who attended half-day kinder-
sarten had a higher percentage of partiripation in computers and forensics.
In grade seven, the full-day students hac a higher rate of participation
«n computers and science; and the half-day students had a higher rate of
participation in choir, drama, forensics, and mathematics. In the eighth
grade, the full-day kindergarten students had a higher rate of participa-
tion in choir, drama. and science; and the half-day kindergarten students
had a higher rate of participation in comnuters, forensics, and mathematics,

The chi-square test of ‘ndependence revealed that the number of stu-
dents participating was significantly associated only in the sixth grade
choir. Althoug' the total participation favored the full-day kindergarten
Students in grades six and eight and the half-day kindergarten students
in grade seven, the chi-square test of independence was not used with the
totals because individual students might have been involved in more than one
academy. Students who attended full-day kindergarter had a total Academic
Academy participation of 37.1 peicent iu grade six, 25.5 percent in grade
seven, and 35.5 percent in grade eight compared to the half-day kindergarten
students who had 19.4 percent of participacion in grade six, 36.4 percent
in grade seven, and 33.7 percent in grade eight.

71 comparing Academic Academy participation percentages in grades
six, seven, and eight, the full-day kindergarten students had a higher
rate of participation nine times compared to nine times for the half-day
students,

Athletics

Table XLV shows the participation of sixth grade students who attende’
full- or half-day kindergarten in 1978-1979 in the after-school
athietic prcgram. The results show that the students who attended full-day
kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in flag football,
volleyball, boys' basketball 6-7, girls' basketball 6-7, boys' reserve
track, and girls' reserve track; and the students who attended half-day
rindetgarten had a highetr percentage of pariicipation iu boys' varsity
track.
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TABLE XLIV
SIXTH, SEVENTH, AND EIGHTH GRADE
PARTICIPATION IN THE ACADEMIC ACADEMY
BY 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

full-Day Half-Day
- Participating? Participating?

Area Yes/No Yes/No Chi-Square
Grade 6
Choir 11/94 2/101 5.089 <.05
Computers 4/101 6/97 0.126 N.S.
Drama 6/99 1/102 2.287 N.S.
Forensics 3/102 3/100 0.152 N.S.
Mathematics 6/99 3/100 0.425 N.S.
Science 9/96 5/98 0.629 N.S.

Total 39/66 20/83
Grade 7
Cholr 12/82 17/90 0.183 N.S.
Computers 3/91 3/104 0.065 N.S.
Drama 3/91 7/100 0.585 N.S.
Forensics 1/93 6/101 1.870 N.S.
Mathematics 1/93 2/105 0.013 N.S.
Science 4/90 4/103 0.030 N.S.

Total 24/70 39/68
Grade 8
Choir 13/80 7/94 1.895 N.S.
Computers 4/89 6/95 0.036 N.S.
Drama 4/89 3/98 0.012 N.S.
Forensics 7/86 11/90 0.313 N.S.
Mathematics 1/92 4/97 0.662 N.S.
Science 4/89 3/98 0.C12 N.S.

Total 33/60 34/6/

-n---'u------lu---u-----l----n--—-L
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TABLE XLV

SIXTH GRADE PARTICIPATION IN ATHLETICS BY
1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full-Day Half~Day
Particinatinq? | Participating?
Area Yes /No Yes /Ho Chi-Square
Cub Football 0/ 105 0/ 103 n.a.
Flag Football 14 / 91 5/ 98 3.540
Volleyball 2/ 103 0/ 103 0.486
Boys'® Basketball 6-7 11 / 94 0/ 103 9.397
Boys'® Basketball 8 0/ 105 0/ 103 n.a.
Girls® Basketball 6-7 4 7/ 101 2/ 101 0.152
Girls® Basketbsll 8 0/ 105 0/ 103 n.a.
Boys'® Varsity Track 0/ 105 1/ 102 0.001
Boys' Reserve Track 7 / 98 4 / 99 0,344
Girls® Varsity Track 0/ 105 0/ 103 n.a.
Girls® Reserve Track 10 / 95 8/ 95 0. 042
Total 48 / 57 20 7/ 83




The chi-square test of independence revealed that the number of stu-
dents participating was significantly associated in boys' basketball 6-7.
Students who attended full-day kindergarten had a total athletic participa-
tion of 45.7 percent compared to 19.4 percent for the students who attended
half-day kindergarten.

Table XLVI lists the participation of seventh grade students who
attended the full- and half-day kindergartens in 1978-1979 in the after-
school athletic program. The results show that the students who attended
full-day kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in cub foot-
ball, flag football, poys' basketball 8, girls' basketball 6-7, girls' basket-
ball 8, boys' reserve track, and girls’ reserve track; and the students who
attended half-day kindergarten kad a higher percentage of participation in
volleyball, boys' basketball 6-7, boys' varsity track, and girls' varsity track.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the number of stu-
dents participating was significantly associated in girls' basketball 6-7.
Students who attended full-day kindergarten had a total athletic partici-
pation of 53.2 percent compared to 32.7 percent for the students who
attended the half-day program.

Table XLVII contains the participation data for eighth grade students
who attended the 1978-1979 full- and half-day kindergartens - the after-
school athletic program. The results show that the students who attended
full-day kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in cub
football, flag football, boys' basketball 8, cirls' basketball 6-7, girls'
basketball 8, boys' varsity track, boys' reserve track, girls' v.rsity
track, and girls' reserve tracrx; and tle ctudents who attended half-day
kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in volleyball and
boys' basketball 6-7.

The chi-square test of independerce revealed that the numt - of stu-
dents participating was not significantly associated in auny eigat . grade
athletic program. Students who attenced full-day kindergarten had a total
athletic participation of 67.7 percent compared to 45.5 percent for the
students who attended the half-day program.

In comparing athletic participation percentages in grades six, seven,
and eight, the full-day kindergarten students had a higher rate of partici-
pation 22 times compared to s.ver times for the half-day students.

Other Activities

Table XI'"II ¢hows the participation of sixth, seventh, and eighth
grade students who attended the full- and half-day programs in 1978-1979
in other activities which include band, cheerleading, choir, library aide,
orchestra, pompon squad, safety patrol, and student council. Students
may have participated in more than one of these activities.

The results show that the sixth grade students who attended full-day
kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation in cheerleading,
choir, ovchestra, pompon squad, and the student council; and the students

who attended half-day kindergarten had a higher percentage of participation
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TABLE XLVI
SEVENTH GRADE
PARTICIPATION IN ATHLETICS BY
1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full-Day Half-Day
Participating? Participating?
Area Yes / No Yes / No Chi-Square P
Cub Football 2/ 92 2/ 105 9.141 N.S.
Flag Football 8 / 86 5/ 102 0.666 N.S.
Volleyball 5/ 89 8 / 99 0.111 N.S
Boys® Basketball 6-7 3/ 91 5/ 102 0.030 N.S
Boys' Basketball 8 3/791 2/ 105 0.022 N-.S
Girls' Basketball 6--7 14 / 80 4/ 103 6.330 05
Girls' Basketball 8 2/ 92 1/ 106 0.013 N.S
Boys' Varsity Track 0/ 94 2/ 105 0.384 N.S
Boys' Reserve Track 4 [/ 90 2 /105 0.332 N.S
Girls' Varsity Track 17/ 93 2/ 105 0.013 N.S
Girls' Reserve Tra.k 3/ 86 2 /105 3.370 N.S
Total Athletics 50 / 44 35 / 72
————————————




TABLE XLVII
EIGHTH GRADE
PARTICIPATION IN ATHLETICS BY
1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

- ———— e —r———

Full-Day Half-Day

Participating? Participating?

Yes/No Yes/No Chi-Square
Cub Football 12/81 7/94 1.337
Flag Football 3/90 1/100 0.347
Volleyballi 10/83 11/90 0.040
Boys' Basketball 6-7 0/93 2/99 0.426
Boys' Basketball & 5/88 5/96 0.035
Girls' Basketball 6-7 3/9¢ 1/100 0.347
Girls' Basketball 8 12/81 5/96 2.900
boys' Varsity Track 9/84 7/94 0.188
Boys' Reserve Track 2/91 1/100 0.005
Girls' Varsity Track 5/88 5/96 0.036
Girls' Reserve Track 2/91 1/100 0.005
Total 63/30 45/55




TABLE XLVIII
SIXTH, SEVENTH, AND EIGHTH GRADE
PARTICIPATION IN OTHER ACTIVITIES
BY 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Full-Day Half-Day
Participating? Participating?

Area Yes/No Yes/No Chi-Square P
Grade 6
Band 31/74 33/70 0.059 N.S.
Cheerleading 2/103 0/103 0.486 N.S.
Choir 28777 26/77 0.030 N.S.
Orchestra 13/92 4/99 3.934 < .05
Pompon Squad 7/98 0/103 5.204 < .05
Student Council 11/94 5/98 1.590 N.S.

Total 92/13 68/35
Grade 7
Band 22/72 27/80 0.019 N.S.
Cheerleading 3/91 3/104 0.065 N.S.
Caoir 10/84 13/94 0.013 N.S.
L.vrary Aide 1/93 0/107 0.004 N.S.
Orchestra 10/84 4/103 2.689 N.S.
Pompon Squad 3/9] 3/104 0.065 N.S.
Safety Patrol 1/93 0/107 0.004 N.S.
Student Council 8/86 5/102 0.666 N.S.

Total 58/36 55/52
Grade 8
Band 23/70 26/75 0.000 N.S.
Cheerleading 4/89 5/96 0.016 N.S.
Choir 13/80 11/90 0.189 N.S.
Library Aide 3790 3/98 0.098 N.S.
Orchestra 9/84 2/99 4.021 < .05
Pompon Squad 9/84 8/93 0.032 N.S.
Safety Patrol 1/92 0/101 0.002 N.S.
Student Council 6/87 11/90 0.703 N.S.

Total 68/25 66/35
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in band. In grade seven, the full-day students had a higher percentage
of participation in cheerleading, library aide, orchestra, pompon squad,
safety patrol, and student council; and the students who attended kinder-
garten for a half day had a higher percentage of participation in band and
choir. 1In the eighth grade, the full-day kindergarten group had a higher
percentage of participation in choir, library aide, orchestra, pompon
squad, and safety patrol; and the students who attended half-day kinder-
garten had a higher percentage of participation in band, cheerleading,
and student council.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the number of
students participating was significantly associated in sixth grade
orchestra, sixth grade pompon squad, and eighth grade orchestra.
Students who attended full-day kindergarten had a total other activities
participation of 87.6 percent in grade six, 61.7 _ercent in grade seven,
and 73.1 percent in grade eight compared to the half-day kindergarten
students who had 66.0 percent participation in grade si:., 51.4 percent
in grade seven, and 65.3 percent in grade eight.

In comparing other activities participation percentages in grades
six, seven, and eight, the full-day kindergarten students had a higher
rate of participation lo times compared to six times for the haif-day
students.

There were 73 extracurricular activities in the middle school in which
the former full- and ha.f-day students had an opportunity to participate. The
percent of participatién was higher 47 times for the full-day kindergarten
students and 22 times for the half-day students.

Report Card Academic Marks

Compiled for this report were academic marks on rrport cards fur the
first., second, third, sixth, sevencth, and eighth grades for the 1978-1979
experimental and control groups and the first and second grade report
cards for the 1979-1980 experimental and control groups.

Grades One, Two, and Three

Children in Evansville receive report cards four times each year in
the primary grades. The marks that they receive in subject achievement
are S (Satisfactory Progress), I (Improvement Shown), and N (Needs Improve-
ment). The order of chese marks from high to low is S, 1, N. At the end
of each school year, report card grades are recorded on a composite report
along with an average of these marks, and these average marks were used
to compare the groups in this study.

The chi-square test of independence was used to evaluate whether grades
and group membership were independent factors. The results of the test

are summarized in Tables XLIX, L, LI, LII. and LIII.

Table XLIX shows the first grade report card results fcr the 1978-1979
experimental and control groups.
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TABLE XLIX
FIRST GRADE ACADEMIC MARKS

FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im-~ Needs
Satis~ provement| Im-
factory |Shown provement! Chi-
Subject Group N f % f % f % Square| p
4
Mathematics| Full-Day| 79 72 91| 4 5 3 4 8.03 < .05
Half-Day|103 78 761 9 9116 16
Reading Full-Day| 79 63 80| 7 9 9 11 10.48 .01
Half-Day|103 | 61 59110 10 | 32 31
Hand- Full-Day| 79 54 68112 1513 16 0.43 N.S.
writing Half-Day|103 66 6419 18 | 18 17

The full-day group received a higher percentage of S marks in mathe-
mathics, reading, and handwriting. The two less-than- satlsfactory marks,
I and N, were given in a larger percentage in all subject areas to the
half- day group.

The chi--square test of independence revealed that the grade assigned
and membership in the experimental and control groups were not independent
in mathematics and reading. Even though the handwriting marks were higher
in the experimental group, they were not significantly related to group
membership.

Table L contains the academic grades on report cards for the 1978-1979
experimental and control groups in second grade.

The results show that the two groups continued the pattern as in
Table XLIX. The full-day kindergarten children i1eceived a higher percent-
age of S marks in mathematics, reading, handwriting, and spelling, the
last of which was added to the report card marks in second grade. The
half-day kindergarten _hildren received a higher percentage of less-than-
satisfactory marks, I and N, in all four subject areas.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the grade assigned
an membership i, the experimental and co..rol groups were not independent
in mathematics, reading, and spelling. The handwriting marks were higher
for the experimental group, but they were not significantl: related to
group membership.

Table LI contains the academic grades on report cards for the 1978-
1979 experimertal and control groups in third grade.
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TABLE L
SECOND GRADE ACADEMIC MARKS

FOR 1978-197% KINDERGARTEN STUDEN
Im- Needs
Satis- |provement| Im-
factory |Shown provement | Chi-
Subject Group N f % | £ 2] f % Square| p
Mathematics] Full-Day | 76 | 69 91} 3 4y 4 5 26.84 | < .01
Half-Day | 97 | 53 55116 16| 28 29
Reading Full-Day | 76 | 67 88| 4 5({ 5 7 16.76 | < .01
Half-Day| 97 | 60 62{ 7 71 30 31
Hand- Full-Day | 70 | 56 74} 5 7115 20 3.80 N.S.
writing Half-Day | 97 1 58 60| 8 8] 31 32
Spelling Full-Day | 76 | 70 92} 2 31 4 5 16.67 | < .01
Half-Day | 97 | 64 66712 121 21 22

The table shows that children in the experimental group had a higher
percentage of S marks in six subject areas--mathematics, reading, hand-
writing, spelling, English, and music. The control group had a higher
percentage of S marks in social studies, science, and art.

The children who attended half-day kindergarten received a larger
percentage of less-than-satisfactory marks, I and N, in 12 cases, and
che fuli-day group received a larger percentage of less-than~satisfactory
marks in five cases. Neither group had a studeat who received an I mark
in art.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that the grade assigned
and membership in the experimental and control groups were not independent
in mathematics and English. The other seven subject grades were not signif-
icantly related to group membership.

Table LII lists the academic grades on report cards for +the 1979-1980
experimental and control groups in first grade.

The full-day kindergarten children received a higher percentage of
satisfactory marks than the half-day kindergarten children in mathematics,
reading, and handwriting. They also received a lower percentage of less-
than-satisfactory marks, I and N, in all subiects except I in reading.

Even though the children in the full- -day kindergarten received higher grades
in mathematics, reading, and handwriting, these grades were not signifi-
cantly associated with group membership.

Table LIII shows the academic grades on report cards for the 1979-1980
experimenta2l and control groups in second grade.
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TABLE LI
THIRD GRADE ACADEMIC MARKS
FOR 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im- Needs
Satis- provement| Im-
factory |Shown provement | Chi-

Subject Group N £ % £ % f % Square| p

Mathematics{ Full-Day | 74 | 61 82 7 9] 6 8 8.96 | < .05
Half-Day { 92 57 62| 14 151 21 23

Reading Full-Day | 74 | 62 84 3 41 9 12 1.36 N.S.
Half-Day | 92 71 77 7 8} 14 15

Hand- Full-Day | 74 | 57 77 9 12 8 11 4.39 N.S.

writing Half-Day | 92 { 59 641 12 13§ 21 23

Spelling Full-Day | 74 | 6¢ 89| 2 3] 6 8 2.40 N.S.
Half-Day | 92 74 80{ 4 41 14 15

English Full-Day | 74 | 66 891 1 1| 7 9 | 11.51 | < .01
Half-Day { 92 | 62 67 8 9| 22 24

Social Full-Day | 74 | 68 921 2 31 &4 5 5.24 N.S.

Studies Half-Day | 92 91 99| 0 0| 1 1

Science Full-Day | 74 | 67 91 3 41 4 5 0.56 N.S
Half-Day | 92 86 93 3 31 3 3

Art Fuil-Day | 74 | 73 991 O 0} 1 1 1.25 N.S.
Half-Day | 92 | 92 | 100| O 0| O 0

Music Full-Day | 74 74 | 100} O 0| O 0 2.46 N.S.
Half-Day| 92 | 89 971 2 2 1 1




TABLE LII
FIRST GRADE ACADEMIC MARKS

FOR 1979-1980 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Im- Needs
Satis- provement| Im-
factory |Shown provement | Chi-
Subject Group N f % f % f A Square| p
Mathematics| Full-Day| 114 | 94 82} 13 11y 7 6 3.55 | N.S.
Half-Day|~ .2 1 81 72 18 16} 13 12
Reading Full~Day|1l4 | 77 68| 20 18| 17 15 0.18 | N.S
Half-Day| 112 | 74 66} 19 171 19 17
Hand~ Full~Day| 114 | 72 631 25 221 17 15 5.18 | N.S
writing Half-Day{ 112 | 54 481 33 291 25 22
TABLE LIII
SECOND GRADE ACADEMIC MARKS
FOR 1979-1980 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS
Im~ Needs
Satis- provement| Im-
factory |Shown provement| Chi- .
Subject Group N £ 7 f 7 f 7 Square| p
Mathematics| Full-Day{110 | 94 85| 12 11| 4 4 | 20.22 | < .01
Half-Day{102 | 65 641 12 12| 25 25
Reading ¥ull-Day|{110 | 91 831 12 11 7 6 | 14.79 | < .01
Half-Day|102 | 68 67| 8 8| 26 25
Hand- Full-Day|110 | 76 69| 22 20| 12 11 6.40 | < .05
writing Half-Day{102 | 54 53| 27 264 21 21
Spelling Full-Day|110 | 101 921 8 71 1 1] 14.66 | < .01
Half-Day|{102 | 79 771 8 8] 15 15
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The full-day kindergarten children received a higher percentage of
satisfactory marks in all four subject areas--mathematics, reading, hand-
writing, and spelling. They also received a lower percentage of less-than-
satisfactery marks, I and N, in all subject areas except I in reading.

The chi-square test of independence revealed that there was a signif-
icant association between the grade assigned and membership in the experi-
mental and control group in every subject area--mathematics, reading,
handwriting, and spelling.

The 1978-1979 and 1979-1980 experimental and control groups were com-
pared in acadzmic grades 23 times in Tables XLIX through LIII. The
experimental groups consistently had higher percentages of satisfactory
marks and lower percentages of less-than-satisfactory marks. The chi-square
test of independence revealed that the association between grade assigned
and membership in the experimental and control group was significant in
11 of the 23 times that they were compared. Those subject areas in which
the probability was less than .05 that the observed association could be
attributed to chance were mathematics, four times; reading, three times;

>

spelling, two times; and English and handwriting, one time each.
Grades Six, Seven, and Eight

Students in grades six, seven, aad eight receive student progress
reports four times each year. Student academic report marks are A, B,
C, D, and F. Grade point averages are computed with A = 4.0, B = 3.0,
C=2.0,D=1.0, and F = 0.0.

Table LIV shows the mean of the grade point average in the sixth,
seventh, and eighth grades for the students who attended full- and half-
day kindergarten in 1978-1979. The statistical t-test was performed to
determine whether or not there was a significant difference between the
full-day 2nd half-day mean scores.

TABLE LIV
GRADE POINT AVERAGE IN
SIXTH, SEVENTH, AND EIGHTH GRADES FOR

1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

P
Full-Day Half-Day
Grade N Mean S.D. N Mean S.D. t P
6 99 2.68 0.79 96 2.49 0.65 1.69 < .05
7 93 2.84 0.65 107 2.57 0.72 2.70 < .01
8 | 94 2.80 0.66 101 2.57 0.66 | 2.46 |< .01




The mean grade point average for students in grade six who attended
full-day kindergarten was 2.68, and the mean grade point average for students
who attended half-day kindergarten was 2.49, The difference was significant
with the statistical t-test showing t = 1.69. In grade seven, the mean
grade point average for the full-day students was 2.84, and the mean for
the half-day students was 2.57. The difference was significant with the
statistical t-test showing t = 2.70. The eighth grade students who attended
full-day kindergarten had a mean grade point average of 2.80, and the stu-
dents who attended kindergarten for a half day had a mean grade point aver-

age of 2.57. The difference was significant with the staristical t-test
showing t = 2.46.

Scholarship ratings are uniform in all ten middle schools. Students
with a 4.0 average achieve the Distinguished Scholarship rating, students
with 3.50 to 3.99 achieve the Scholarship A rating, and students with 3.00
to 3.49 achieve the Scholarship B rating. Table LV lists the scholarship
ratings achieved by the students in grades six, seven, and eight.

The full-day kindergarten students had a higher percentage of scholar-
ship ratings in every category for all three years. The chi-square test
of independence revealed that the number of students attaining scholarship
ratings was significantly associated in the sixth grade Distinguished
Scholarship rating and total scholarship ratings and in the eighth grade
Scholarship A rating. Students who attended full-day kindergarten had
a scholarship ratings total of 60.0 percent in grade six, 46.2 percent
in grade seven, and 45.2 percent in grade eight compared to the half-day
kindergarten children who had a scholarship ratings total of 35.9 percent
in grade six, 35.5 percent in grade seven, and 32.7 percent in grade eight.

Enrollment

Twec questions were raised concerning enrollment. First, would parents
choose to enroll their children in full-day kindergarten when given the
option of either full- or half-day kindergarten? Second, would a larger
percentage of children attend public school kindergarten as a result of
full-day kindergarten being made available?

Table LVl shows the full- and hzlf-day kindergarten enrollment on three
dates in 1983, 1986, and 1988.

In 1983, 700 out of 706 students, or 99.15 percent, attended full-day
kindergarten. In 1986, 1435 out of 1439, or 99.72 percent, attended for a
full day. 1In 1988, the pattern continued as 1931 out of 1933 students, or
99.89 percent, attended full-day kindergarten.

Table LV.I shows the resident births in Vanderburgh County and compares
them to enrollment figures in the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation.

Children born in 1971-1972 were eligible to enter kindergarten in
the 1977-1978 school year, the last year prior to full-day kindergarten
being available. OFf the 2502 children born of residents in Vanderburgh
County, 1771, or 70.8 percent, enrolled in public school kindergarten. Chil-
dren born in 1981-1982 were eligible to enter kindergarten in the fall of 1987.
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0f the 2453 children born of residents, 1917, or 78.1 percent, attended
public kindergarten. If only 70.8 percent of the 1987-1988 group of
children had attended kinderga~ten, the total enrolled would have been
1737, or 180 less than actually enrolled.

TABLE LV
SIXTH, SEVENTH, AND EIGHTI! GRADE
SCHOLARSHIP RATINGS
ACHIEVED BY 1978-1979 KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS

Scholarship Ratings Full-Day Half-Day Chi-Square P
Yes/No Yes/No
Graue 6
Distinguished
Scholarship 6/99 /103 4.192 <.05
Scholarship A 24/81 13/90 3.058 N.S.
S .holarship B 33/72 24779 1.34. M.S.
Total
Scholarship Raiings 63/42 37/66 11.13" <.001
Grade 7
Distinguished
Scholarship 1/92 0/107 0.005 N.S.
Scholarship A “4/79 10/97 1.042 N.S.
Scholarshir 28/65 28/79 0.213 N.S.
Total
S5cholarship Ratings 43/50 38/69 1.950 N.S.
B —
Grace 8
Distinguished
Scholarship 1/92 0/101 0.002 N.S.
Scholarship A 14/79 5/96 4.509 <.05
Scholarship B 27766 28/73 0.002 N.S.
Total
Scholarship Ratings 42/51 33/68 2.679 N.S.




TABLE LVI
ENROLLMENT IN

FULL- AND HALF-DAY KINDERGARTEN

R

Number in Number in Percent in

Full-Day Half-Day Full-Day
Date Enrollment Kindergarten Kindergarten Kindergarten
3/4/83% 706 700 6 99.15
3/12/86%* 1439 1435 4 99.72
2/7/88%%% 1933 1931 2 99 .90
* 11 schools
i 14 schools
*%% 20 schools

TABLE LVII

RESIDENT BIRTHS IN VANDERBURGH COUNTY
COMPARED TO ENROLLMENT IN THE
EVANSVILT E-VANDERBURGH SCHOOL CORPORATION

Percent of

Number Who Resident Births
School Year Number Enrolled in Who Enrolled ian
of Birth Born Kindergarten Kinde:garten
1971-1972 2502 1771 70.8
1981-1982 2453 1917 78.1
Q. 152
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CHAPTER 1V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND DISCUSSION

Summary

The Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corporation began full-day, every-
¢y kindergarten in four schools in the 1978-1979 school year and co; - inued
the program in 1979-1980. The children in these four schools were compared
with a control group from four other schools that had half-day kindergarten.
An evaluation of the first two years of full-day ~indergarten was published
in 1980, and a second report was issued in 1983 which covered grades one
through four. This study combines the information from the first twc reports

covering kindergarten through grade four along with results from grades
five through eight.

Experimental and Control Groups

The experimental group was automatically determined by full-day kinder-
garten students who attended the four pilot schools: Glenwood, Stockwell,
Tekoppel, and Thompkins. The control group was selected by using a random
sampling of half-day kindergarten students from four schools that continued
the half-day kindergarten sessions.

In order to have the : e socioeconomic hackgrounds represented in
the full-day kindergarten results and in the half-day kindergarten results,
the random sampling of ha” -day kindergarten students for the control
group was selected from schcols that matched the socioeconomic areas
of the four full-day pilot schools. Care was also taken to obtain results
from both morning and afternoon half-day kindergarten sessions. There
were .187 children enrolled in full-day kindergarten in the four experimental
schools in June 1979 and 223 enrolled in the same four schools in June 1980.
There were 223 half-day kindergarten students enrolled in June 1979 and 203
students enrolled in June 1980 in the four control schools. In this study,
only those children still enrolled in the same elementary school at the time
data were collecied were included. At the middle school level, grades six,
seven, and eight, all children enrolled in any of the ten middle schools
were included if they were members of the control or experimental groups.

The fifth grade Cognitive Skills Index scores on the Test of Cognitive
Skills showed that the mean of the full-day students was 102.14 and the mean
of the half-day students was 99.37. The statistical t-test showed that the
mean scores of the two groups were not significantly different. The mean of
the seventh grade full-day students was 103.09 and the mean of the half-day
students was 102.47. The stati. _cal t-test showed that the mean scores of
the two groups were not significantly different.




Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to determine whether or not the students
who completed full-day, every-day kindergarten in 1979 and/or 1980 exhib-
ited any long-term benefits. Data were collected from standardized tests,
report cards, school records, questionnaires, and interviews to test the
null hypothesis that there was no difference in children who attended the
1978-1979 and 1979-1980 full-day and half-day programs. Thus, the study
was based on the expectation that children who attended the 1978-1979 and/
or 1979-1980 full-day, every-day kindergarten would

1. Have kindergarten, first, second, and tnird grade teachers
with positive attitudes about full-day kindergarten.

2. Have parents with positive attitudes about full-day
kindergarten.

3. Have positive attitudes about full-day kindergarten.
Further, when compared with students who attended half-day kindergarten
in 1978-1979 and/or 1979-1980, the children who attended the full-day kin-
dergarten would be expected to

4. Have a higher rate of attendance.

5. Have more positive attitudes toward school, as measured by
the Survey of School Attitudes.

6. Achieve higher conduct marks on report cards.
7. Have a lower rate of nonpromotion.

8. Display a higher self-concept, as measured by the Piers-
Harris Children's Seif-Concept Scale.

9. Achieve higher scores on the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts
(compared to a norm group).

10. Achieve higher readiness scores, as measured by the
California Achievement Tests.

11. Achieve higher handwriting ratings, as measured hy the
Evaluation Scale--Cursive.

12. Achieve higher reading scores, as measured by the
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests.

13. Achieve higher academic scores, as measured by the
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills.

14  Have a higher rate of participation in extracurricular
activities.




15. Achieve higher academic marks on report ca.ds.

Finally, parents who have the choice of half- or full-day public school
kindergarten, nonpublic school kindergarten, or no kindergarten, inasmuch
as kindergarten attendance is not required in Indiana, would

16. Choose to enroli children in the full-day program.

17. Have a higher percentage of their children attend public
school kindersgarten.

Results

Two opininnnaires were created to obtain teacher opinions toward full-
day kindergarten in 1980. One was developed for full-day kindergarten
teachers and the other for first grade teachers who had received full-day
kindergarten students. The Likert Method and Scale was used in developing
and analyzing the results which showed that full-day kindergarten teachers
had a favorable attitude toward the full-day kindergarten concept and first
grade teachers were undecided.

The full-day kindergarten teachers were interviewed in 1980 as to the
advantages and disadvantages of the full-day program. The disadvantages
included the large class size and an increased work load for teachers in
planning for the work of aides, in the preparation of lessons for a full
day rather than a half day, and in administrative tas's such as collecting
money for lunch.

The advantages included children receiving a good noon meal; more time
for formal instruction in reading and other basic subjects; more time for
music, art, and physical education; time to reinforce skills; more time
to work on an individual basis with children; more time for adult and child
relationships; more time to participate in primary programs of the school;
and children can come to and go from school with older brothers and sisters.

All 25 primary teachers in the four schools with full-day kindergarten
completed the Teacher Opinionnaire in 1982. Nine of the teachers were from
grade one, eight from grade two, and eight from grade three. The opinion-
naire contained 16 statements about full-day kindergarten to which the
teachers could respond in agreement or disagreement or be undecided.

In 12 of the 16 statements, a majority of the primary teacners indi-
cated that full-day kindergarten was superior to half-day kindergarten.
There was highest agreement wi:h the statements that there was more time
to develcp basic listening and language skills, that students were not bored,
and that students had been exposed to a more in-depth skills program. There
was least agreement with the statements that full-day kindergarten children
socialize better with their peer group, t..at there were no apparent dif-
ferences in the abilities of the children in the two groups, and that chil-
dren in the full-day kindergarten program were more excited about coming to
school.
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The opinions of full-day and half-day kindergarten parents concerning
their child's total learning in kindergarten were obtained from a ten—-item
questionnaire in 1980. Parent preference and their reasons for selecting
full-day or half-day kindergarten were also solicited on this questionnaire.

In question 1, full-day and half-day kindergarten parents responded the
same, witl. 82 percent saying their child had learned a great deal. However,
in questions 2 through 5 pertaining to a child's cognitive, psychomotor,
affective, and linguistic growth, a larger number of full-day kindergarten
parents indicated that their child had attain:d at a higher levei than half-
day kindergarten parents 4id. In question 6, no learning experience had a
clear majority, but learnirg how to control the body in more coordinated
ways was definitely selected as the least mportant learning experience for
kindergartern children.

Question 7 showed that 31 percent of the full-day kindergarten parents
found it necessary for someone to care for their child all day and 66
percent did not. Half-day kindergarten parents indicated that 38 percent
needed someone to care for their child all day and 60 percent did not.

Of the 131 full-day kindergarten parents who returned the ques:ionnaire,
120 (91.6 percent) indicated in question 8 that, if they had a2 chcice, they
wonld prefer full-day kindergarten instead of half-day kindergarten for their
child. Five parents indicated a preference for the Lalf-day session, two
parents preferrved half-day during the first semester and full-day during the
second semester, and four parents chose not to answer this question.

Of the 119 half-day kindergarten parents who returned the questionnaire,
63 (52.9 percent) stated they would select full-day kindergarten if they had
the choice, 52 indicated they would select half-day, and four chose not to
answer the question.

Question 9 on the parent questionnaire produced che following answers.
0f the 131 full-day kindergarten parents who returaed the questionnaire, 39
percent were pleased and didn't suggest any improvements; 16 percent
thought that a smaller class size would improve their child's kindergarten
experience, with the majority of these comments coming from the two pilot
schools with the largest classroom enrollments; 25 percent gave various
answers that did not combine into like groups; and 20 percent left the
question unanswered.

0f the 119 half-day kindergarten parents who answered the questionnaire,
39 percent were pleased and didn't suggest any improvements, 16 percent
thought a longer kindergarten day would improve tneir child's kindergarten
experience, 22 percent gave various answers that did not combine into like
groups, and 26 percent left the question unanswered.

Question 10 did not produce any significant homogeneous groupings for
either group except that many parents were extremely pleased with the
teaching ability and the love and concern for young children that the
kindergarten teachers had.




A total of 196 questionnaires were mailed to full-day kindergarten
parents in the fail of 1982, and 92 of the parents, or 47 percent, returned
them. Most of the parents indicated that their children learned more in
the full-day kindergarten program; were better prepared for first grade;
learned more self-control; became more socially adjusted; gained more self-
confidence; became better listeners; were more able to express themselves
verbally; were better able to tollow directions; learned to enjoy music;
had improved handwriting, cutting, and coloring skills; were better prepared
for reading and mathematics; developed body coordination; and had better
home-school relationships.

To determine if full-day was more tiring than half-day kindergarten,
causing more illness or more absences toward the end of the week, atten -
dance by the day was compiled for the 1979-1980 experimental and control
groups. To learn if there were any significant differences in the atten-
dance patterns of both groups, the chi-square test of independerce was used.

"“i-square was equal to 0.05 which indicated that there was no sig—-
nificant difference between the attendance patterns by days of full-day
and half-day kindergarten students. Both groups had more absences on
Monday and Friday with fewer on Wednesday.

Half-day students showed 10.8 percent absences for a 27-week period
as rompared to 8.5 percent absences for the full-day students. It should
be noted, however, that the number used was not constant throughout the
year due to the changing kindergarten enrcllments.

The attendance of students from the two groups in the sixth, seventh,
and eighth grades was compared. The mean of the number of days absent for
students who attended full-cay kindergarten was 8.26 in the sixth grade,
9.31 in the seventh grade, and 9.67 in the eighth grade. This compares to
the half-day kindergarten students whose mean of the days absent was 8.07 in
the sixth grade, 9.43 in thc seventh grade, and 9.69 in the eighth grade.
The statistical t-test w~c performed and none of the differences were
statistically significant. Therefore, the null hypothesis that there was
no difference in the attendance of the two groups was not rejected.

The attitudes of children who completed full-dcy kindergarten in 1978-
1979 and 1979-1980 were obtained from a ten-item Student Questionnaire that
was administered in the fall of 1982. Nine of the items called for yes
aid no responses, the tenth item asked the question, "What do you remember
most about your year in lindergarten?"

The third and fourth grade children were consistent in their answers
to the questions. At least 84 percent of the children replied that they
felt more grown up when they got to go to school all day; liked eating in
the school cafeteria; were glad to go to school full day so that they could
spend more time using the blocks, paints, and playhouse; found it easier
to learn how to read and learn mathematics in first grade; liked having
more music and art; and were glad that they went to full-day kindergarten.

Eleven percent of the third grade children and 23 percent of the fourth
grade children indicated that it bothered them to be away from their mothers
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or sitters when they went to full-day kindergarten. Thirty-five percent
of the third grade children and 39 percent of the fourth grade children
indicated that they were frightened when they went to first grade. When
asked what they remembered most about their year in kindergarten, the most
frequent responses by both groups were in the area of play.

It was not the intent to compare students' attitudes between full-day
and half-day kindergarten but rather to determine whether or no: the stu-
dents who attended full-day kindergarten did have a positive attitude
toward kindergarten after completing second or third grade. The results of
the Student Questionnaire for grades three and four indicated that the
children did indeed have a positive attitude toward their full-day kinder-
garten experience. It should be noted that a similar questio. .aire used
with the control group might have revealed the same attitudes toward a
half-day kindergarten experience.

During the fall of 1982 when the children were in the fourth grade,
the Survey of School Attitudes, Intermediate Level, was given to the exper-
imental and cont. .l groups who attended kindergarten in 1978-1979. The
statistical t-test was performed to determine whether there was a signifi-
cant difference between the full-day and half-day scores. The mean scores
for the full-day kindergarten children were higher than those of the half-
day kindergarten children in all four sutject areas, but they were signifi-
cantly different only in scieace.

Also in the fall of 1982, the Survey of School Attitudes, Primary
Level, was given to third grade students who had been in the experimental
and control groups attending kindergarten in 1979-1980. The mean
scores for the children who attended half-day kindergarten were higher
than those of children who attended full-day kindergarten in all four
subject areas, but they were significantly higher only in social
studies.

The results frow the Survey of School Attitudes suggested that there
was no overall difference in school attitudes between the children who
attended full-day kindergarten and those who attended half-day kindergarten,
and the null hypothesis was not rejected. One full-dcy group scored higher
than the half-day group in every subject area, and th. other full-day group
scored lower than .he half-day group in every subject area.

The conduct marks on report cards for the first, second, and third
grades for the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups and the first and
second grade report czrd conduct marks for the 1979-1980 experimental and
control groups were presented in the report. Children received report card
marks four times each year in 12 conduct areas. The marks for these 12 areas
were S (Satisfactory Progress), I (Improvement Shown), and N (Needs Improve-
ment). At the end of each school year, report .ard conduct marks were
recorded on a composite report along with an average of these marks, and
these aver ges were used to compare the zroups.
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Children who attended full-day kindergarten received a higher percent-
age of satisfactory conduct marks 50 times out of a possible total of 60.
The full-day kindergarten children received a hicher percentage of less-
than-satisfac sry conduct marks 20 times out of a possible total of 120.
There were five instances in which the number of less-than-satisfactory
conduct marks was the same for both groups.

The chi-square test of independence was utilized five times for each
of the 12 corduct areas. The test revealed that the conduct m~trks assigned
and membersbip in the experimental and control groups were significantly
associated 25 times in which the full-day kindergarten children received
higher conduct marks and in one area (uses self-control) in which the
half-day kindergarten children received higher conduct marks. These areas
for which membership in the full-day kindergarten grouo was significantly
associated with more favorable conduct marks were as follows: obeys
playground rules (5), shows self-confidence (4), respects property of others
(4), uses time wisely (3), puts forth best effort (3), follows directions
(2), works independently (2), works well with others (1), and listens
attentively (1). Therefore, the null hypothesis was rejected in these 25
areas.

-

Children enrolled in kindergarten in the four experimental and four
control schools in June 1979 and June 1980 were compared to grade levels
when children should have been in grades three and four to determine those
promoted to a higher grade and those nonpromoted. The nonpromoted infor-
mation referred only to those children who were still enrolled in the
same school in June 1282 and did not involve children in the 1978-1979
or 1979-1980 kindergarten groups who had moved to other schools. Chil-
dren who were nonpromoted as a result of being placed in special education
were included in the nonpromotion totals.

A higher percentage of children were nonpromoted from the groups of
children who attended half-day kindergarten. Nineteen percent of the
chiidren who attended hLalf-day kindergarten in 1978-1979 were nonpromoted
at the end of kindergarten, grade one, grade two, or grade three; and only
nine percent of the children who attended full-day kindergarten were non-
promoted. Seventeen percent of the children who attended half-day kinder-
garten in 1979-1980 were nonpromoted at the end of kindergarten, grade
one, or grade two; and only four percent of the chiidren who attended full-
day kindergarten were nonpromoted.

The chi-square test of independence disclosed that the probability
was less than 1 in 100 that the observed findings could have occurred
by chance and that the rate of nenpromotion and membership in the experi-
mental and _ontrol groups were significantly associated. Therefore, the
null hypothesis was rejected.




The 1988 sta.us of the 1978-1979 and 1979-1980 experimental and control
groups showed that the percentages for the full-day students varied from
53 to 5G percent promoted, 7 to 9 percent nonpromoted, 4 to 6 percent placed
in special education, and 30 to 32 percent withdrawn from the school system.
The percentages for the half-day students varied from 30 to 52 percent
promsted, 9 to 15 percent nonpromoted, 2 to 3 percent placed in special
education, and 30 to 38 percent wi:hdrawn from the school system.

Tke chi-square for the 1978-1979 group was 3.74 and not significant.
The frequencies in each category were found to be independent of membership
in the full- or half-day group.

For the 1979-1980 group, the chi-square was 8.02. There was less than
5 percent probability that the frequencies in each category were independent
of the full~ or half-day kindergarten group membership.

The Piers-Harris Children's Self-Concept Scale was administered to
children in both the experimental and control groups in the fall of 1982.
The statistical t-test was performed to determine whether there was a sig-
nificant difference between the full- -day and half-day kindergarten mean
scores.

The 1978-1979 full-day kindergarten children had higher self-concept
scores than did the half-day kindergarten children with a mean score of
58.99 compared to a mean score of 54.81 for half-day kindergarten children.
The full-day kindergarten children scored significantly higher with the
statistical t-test showing t = 1.98 and p <.05. Therefore, the null
hypothesis was rejected. ,

The 1979-1580 full-day xindergarten children had higher self-concept
scores than did the half-day kindergarten children with a mean score of
60.48 compared to a mean sccre of 58.41 for hal/-day kindergarten children.
However, the difference was not significantly higher with the statistical
t-test showing t = 1.08, and the null hypothesis was not rejected.

Data organized from the Kindergarte.. Task Observation Assessment
administered in 1980 were used to obtain a limited indication of the psycho-
motor, affective, linguistic, and cognitive growth of full-day and half-day
kindergarten students. This was developed to use firsthand observations as
an evaluation technique. The statistical chi~square test of independence
was used to determine whether there were any significant differences in the
task performances of full-day and half-day kindergarten students.

After the chi-square test of independence was performed for each task
to determine whether there were significant differences between the task
performances, a significant difference was found in only one task on which
half-day students performed at a higher level than full-day students.
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T.e null hypothesis that .here was no difference in the two groups in
the Kindergarten Task Observation Assessment was not rejected.

The Boehm Test of Basic Concepts was given only to full-day kinder-
garten students. Form A was given as a pretest in September of 1979, and
Form B was administered in April of 1980 as a posttest. Scores obtained
from Evansville's full-day kindergarten students were compared to the
average socioeconomic norms established for the Boehm Test.

When the mean score of the pretest (36.25) for the Evansville full-
day kindergarten students was compared to the norm group, average socio-
economic status, the percentile rank was 65. This was compared to a
31.80 mean score for the morm group which had a percentile rank of 50. The
mean score of full-day kindergarten students on the posttest (43.07) had

a percentile rank of 85, using mid-year norms; the norm group had a mean

score of 35.30 which had a percentile rank of 45. Thus, the full-day
kindergarten students ranked 40 percent higher than the norm group, and

the null hypothesis that there was no difference between the two groups was
rejected.

The California Achievement Tests were administered to the 1v¥78-1979
experimental and control groups during the same week in April of 1979 by
the kindergarten teachers. The same procedure was repeated in M .rch of 1980
for the 1979-1980 kindergarte: experimental and control groups.

Results show that excep* in one case all subtests and combined scores
were significantly higher for full-day kindergarten students when compaced
to the subtests and combined scores of half-day kindergarten students. In
1979 the mean score for prereading skills for full-day students was 106.09
compared to a 96.50 mean score for half-day kindergarten students. There~
fore, the achievement level of full-day students was 9.59 points higher than
half-day students. 1In 1980 the full-day mean score in prereading was 102.38
compared to 95.70 for half-day students, making full-day 6.68 points higher
than half-day. The mathematics results show the full-day mean score higher
by 4.22 points in 1979 and higher by 2.99 points in 1980. Therefore, the
null hypothesis that there was no difference in the readiness scores for the
two groups on the California Achievement Tests was rejected.

Handwriting tests were given in the fall of 1982 to the 1978-1979 and
1979-198C experimental and control groups. The Evaluation Scale--Cursive
for grade three was used with the 1979-1980 group, and the Evaluation Scale--

Cursive for grade four was used with the 1978-1979 group. Each test

included five areas: letter formation, slant, spacing, alignment and
proportion, and liune quality. The handwriting tests were rated 1, excellent;
2, good; 3, average; 4, fair; and 5, poor.

The children who attended half-day kindergarten in 1978-1979 and 1979-
1980 had lower mean scores on the handwriting test. Because the rating of
1 was high and 5, low, a lower mean score indicated that the half-day
kindergarten children performed better on the Evaluation Scale-- Cursive
than did the chi’ ‘ren who attended full~day kindergarten. The 1979-1980

144 18]




control group scored significantiy higher than tlie experimental group with
the statistical t-test showing t = 2.08 and p <.05.

The null hypcthesis that there was no difference in the handwriting
for the two groups as measurel by the Evaluation Scale--Cursive was rejected.

Foliow-up data on the 1978-1979 full-day and half-day kindergarten
students were obtained from the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests that were
administered in April of 1980 to all first grade siudents. To make these
results more valid, only fu'l-day and half-day students who had attended
kindergarten and first grade in the same school were used,

Follow-up results show that the kindergarten students who attended
full-day in 1978-1979 scored significantly higher than the kindergarten
students who attended haif-day with the statistical t-test showing t = 6.12
ard p <.005.

The total mean score for full-day was 64.19 compared to a total mean
score of 50.41 for half-day students. In comparing the mean scores for
vocabulary /38.24, 27.17) and for comprehension (25.95, 23.24), it was
determined that the kindergarten full-day group was 11.07 points higher in
vocabulary and 2.71 points higher in comprehension.

The Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests were administered to children in
the spring of 1982 when the 1978-1979 groups were in the third grade and
the 1979-1980 groups were in the second grade. The statistical t-test
was pecformed to determine whether there was a significant difference
between the full-day and half-day kindergarten group mean scores.

The results of the Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests showed that the
childrven who attended full-day kindergarten in 1978-1979 and 1$79-1980
had higher mean scores in vocabulary and comprehension. For both the
1978-1979 and 1979-1980 groups, the resulcs of the t-test showed that the
vocabulary and comprehension scores were significantly higher for the
chtildren who had attended full-day kindergarten.

The null hypothesis that there was no difference in the reading scores
for the two groups as measured by the Gates—MacGinitie Reading Tests was
rejected.

The Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills were administered to children
in the 1978-1979 experimental and control groups in the spring of 1982,
1984, and 1936. The statistical t~test was performed to determine whether
there was a significant diffecrence between means of the full-day and half-
day kindergarten group scores.

The two groups were compared a total of 42 times. The mean scores
of students who attended full-day kindergarten were higher in every test
in all three grades and significantly so in 27 of the 42 comparisons. The
total battery was significantly higher in favor of the full-day kindergarten
students all three years.

The null nypothesis that there was no difference between the two groups
was rejected.
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Middle school students in the Evansville-Vanderburgh School Corpora-
tion have the opportunity to participate in the Academic Academy, ath-
letics, and other activities. The Academic Academy is an after-school
program that includes choir, drama, forensics, computers, mathematics, and
science. Athletics include football, volleybal_, basketball, and track.
Other activities include band, cheerleading, choir, library aide, orches-
tra, pompon squad, safety patrol, and student council.

There were 73 extracurricular activities in the middle school in
which the former full- and half-day kindergarten students had an oppor-
tunity to participate. The percent of participation was higher 47 times
for the full-day kindergarten students and 22 times for the half-day
kindergarten students. However, the differences were significant in only
6 of the 73 comparisons, so the null hypothesis that there was no difference
in the middle school extracurricular activities of the two groups was not
rejected.

The children received report cards four times each year in the primary
grades. The marks that they received in subject achievement were s
(Satisfactory Progcress), I (Improvement Shown), and N (Needs Improvement).
At the end of each school year, report card grades were recorded on a
composite report along with an average of these marks; these average macks
were used to compare the groups.

The 1978-1979 and 1979-1980 experimental and control groups were
compared in academic grades 23 times. The experimental groups consistently
had a higher percentage of satisfactory marks and a lower percentage of
less-than-satisfactory marks. The chi-square test of independence revealed
that the grade assigned and membership in the experimental and control
groups were significantly associated in 11 of the 23 times that they were
compared. Those subject areas in which the probability was less than .05
that the observed findings .ould be attributed to chance were mathematics,
four times; reading, three times; spelling, two times; and English and
handwriting, one time each. The null hypothesis was not rejected in the
other 12 areas.

The mean grade point average for students in grade six who attended
full-day kindergarten was 2.68, and the mean grade point average for studenis
who attended half-day kindergarten wac 2.49. The difference was significant
with the statistical t-test showing t = 1.69. In grade seven, the mean
grade point average for the full-day students was 2.84, and the mean for the
half-day students was 2.57. The difference was significant with the
statistical t-test showing t = 2.70. The eighth grade students who
attended full-day kindergarten had a mean grade point average of 2.80 and
the students who attended kindergarten for a hilf day had a mean grade point
average of 2.57. The difference was significant with the statistical t-test
showing t = 2.46. The null hypothesis was rejected at all three grade

levels.

Scholarship ratings are uniform in all ten middle schools. Students
with a 4.0 average achieve the Distinguished Scholarship rating, students
with 3,50 to 3.99 achieve the Scholarship A rating, and students with 3.00
to 3.49 achieve the Scholarship rating.
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The full-day kindergarten students had a higher percentage of schoiar-
ship ratings in every category for all three years. The chi-square test
of independence revealed that the number of students attaining scholarship
ratings was significantly associated in the sixth grade Distinguished
Scholarship rating and total scholarship ratings and in the eighth grade
Scholarship A rating. Students who attended full-day kindergarten had a
scholarship ratings total of 60.0 percent in grade six, 46.2 percent in
grade seven, and 45.2 percent in grade eight compared to the half-day
kindergarten children who had a scholarship ratings total of 35.9 percent
in grade six, 35.5 percent in grade seven, and 32.7 percent in grade efght.
The null hypothesis that there was no difference in the report card
academic marks for the two groups was rejected.

Two questionus were raised concerning enrollment. First, would parents
choose to enroll their chiidren in full-day kindergarten when given the
option to enroll their children in either full- or half-day kindergarten?
Second, would a larger percentage of children attend public school kinder-
garten as a result of full-day kindergarten being made available?

In 1983, 700 out of 706 students, or 99.15 percent, attended full-day
lkindergarten. In 1986, 1435 out of 1439, or 99.72 percent, attended for a
full day. 1In 1988, the pattern continued as 1931 out of 1933 students, or
99.89 percent, attended full-day kindergarten.

The null hypothesis that there was no difference in parents choosing
full- or half-day kindergarten for their children was rejected.

Children born in 1971-1972 were eligible to enter kindergarten in
the 1977-1978 school year, the last year prior to full-day kindergarten
being available. Of the 250” children born of residents in Vanderburgh
County, 1771, or 70.8 percent, enrolled in public school kindergarten.
Children born in 1981-1982 were eligible to enter kindergarten in the fall
of 1987. Of the 2453 children born of residents, 1917, or 78.1 percent,
attended pyb'7  cindergarten. If only 70.8 percent of the 1987-1988
group ot y "ad attended kindergarten, the total enrolled would
have bee: 0 less than actually e.arolled.

The nul. nypothesis that there was no difference in the percentage
cf childien born of residents who were subsequently enrolled in kinder-
garten prior to the implementation of full-day kindergarten compared to
the 1987-1988 school year was rejected.




Conclusions

Opinions of Teachers and Parents

The majority of full-day kindergarten teachers and primary teachers of
children who attend full-day kindergarten are in favor of full-day kinder-
garten.

Most of the parents of children in full-day kindergcrten are positive
about the program at the end of kindergarten and continue to have a favor-
able attitude in later years.

Attendance, Attitudes, Conduct, Nonpromotion, and Self-Concept

There is no si; ificant diiference in the attendance of the full-
and half-day kindergarten students.

Children who attend full-day k‘nlergarten have positive feelings sbLout
their kindergarten experieuce.

There is no difference in the school attitudes or self-concept of
children who attend full- or half-day kindergarten.

Children who attend full-day kindergarten have higher conduct marks

on report cards in the primary grades than do children who attend for a
he *f day.

Full-day kiucergarten has no significant impact on promotion or non-
promotion of children.

Achievement Test Results

Children who attend full-day kindergarten when compared to children
who attend half-day kindergarten consistently have higher achievement test
scores in all areas tested except handwriting. The children who attend
half-day kindergarten have sigaificantly higher handwriting test scores.
All other areas have significan ly higher total test scores in favor of
full-day kindevrgarten, including readiness tests at the end of kinder-
garten; reading tests in grades one, two, ¢ 1 three; and a *tattery of
standardized tests in grades three, five, and seven.

Extracurricular Activities

There is no significant difference in participat’on in middle school
extracurricular activities between children who attend full- or half-day
kindergarten.

Report Card Academic Marks

Children who attend full-day kindergarten have higher report card
academic marks in boch the primary and middle school years.
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Enrollment

Parents, when given the option to enroll their children in full- or
half-day kindergarten, almost always enroll their children in f il-day
kindergarten.

The percent of children born in Vanderburgh County who attend public
school kindergarten increases with the availability of fuli-day kindergarten.

Discussion

Two cautions shouldi be noted while considering the findings and impli-
cations of this study. “irst, as is true with any classroom-level inter-
vention study, the true level of analysis should be the classroom.
Traditional statistics require that the "subjects” have uncorrelated error
terms--in effect, that they be independent of each other. Since all of
the students in a particular half- or full-day kindergarten class were
involved in the "same" program, they are not truly independent. However,
the cost of generating the number of classrooms necessary to conduct such
statistical analyses abiding by this "iatter of the law" of statistics
would obviously be prohibitive. Thus, convention has been follo: by
using students as the level of analysis.

A second concern reflects the potentially correlated outcome variables.
In interpretinyg tne results, it must always be kept in mind that a number
of the outcome measures (e.g., grades and attendance) are likely to be
cerrelated with each other. Multivariate approaches (such as m.ltivariate
analyses of variance or multivariate multiple regression) could address
this concern; however, they too require large cell sizes in order to
achieve adequate statistical power. Therefore, in this report, conceptually
siipler and more easily interpreted univariate analyses such as chi-square
and Student's t statistics have been reported.

The apprehensicns expressed prior to and in the beginning stages of the
initial pilot project _.n four schools focused on cost, parent and teacher
acceptance, «cudeat achievement, and "burnout" of children which might
result in poor attitides about school, lower self-concept, lower conduct
and academic marks, poor attendance, and less participation in extracurric-
ulac «ctivities.

The cost of full-day kindergarten continues to be a protlem. Almost
half of the children enrolled in kindergarten in the United States attend
full-day kindergarten, and in most states with the majorizy of their
children attending for a full-day, the state reimburses the local school
districts for the program. Indiana, however, does not reimburse local
school districts for full-day kindergart.n.

The other concerrc appear not to be justified in light of the evidence
obtained over the nine-year period. Parents have accepted the program as
indicated by surveys and the fact .hat over 99 percent of the parents have
elected to enroll their children in full-day kindergarten in every year
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